United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit 



APPENDIX 



75-1348 




In the 


IMttb £>tatrs (Cnurt of Appeals 

For the Second Circuit 


Docket No. 75-1348 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff-A ppcllee, 

v. 

JOSEPH BUGLIARELLI, 

Defendant-Appellant. 

On Appeal From the United States District Court 
For the Southern District of New York 


APPENDIX 


Wagman, Cannon & Musoff s'X ~~X 

136 East 57th Street /S /' . ,-rtc \ " " 

New York. N. Y. 10022 |j’’f DEC B ^ 

7^.V2000 * V **-/ i 




(212) 753-2900 

Attorneys for Defendant-Appellant 


Wallace Musoff 
Barry D. Gordon 

Of Counsel 




PAGINATION AS IN OHlGlNAl COPY 



INDEX TO APPENDIX 


PAGE 

Docket Entries . A-l 

Excerpt of Trial Transcript: 

Janies Blatus 

Direct . A-4 

Cross . A-45 

Redirect .. A-68 

William John 

Direct .. # . A-74 

Cross . A-78 

Redirect . A-86 

Recross . A-88 

Roger Milch 

Direct . A-91 

Cross . A-98 

Summations 

Government 

Direct . A-109 

Reply . A-158 

Defendant . A-127 

Exhibit 9 (Transcript of Wire-recording). A-175 


















CRIMINAL DOCKET 


„ ~r “judge v:z: :?eld 7 5 cse 3 3 3 


-fO 1 


THE UNITED STATES 


BUCLIARELLI n \o I ' 


FotU. S.: 


Steven A. Schatten 




IKZ2Z2Z7 


IFTIW 


enJ~*t: Wallace Mussoff 

a ^ ;nan , CatTDfi £> Musoff- 

S7St-XYC 13322 _ 


kH9 


RECEIPT NO. 


i r mm 

11 


Docket fee 


yff Tncowe t«x evasion 


prooeh) n*oa 


*- 14-75 


i~-l8-75 


tTT-Tfc-/ 


Deft7(«tty. present) Pleads not guilty. Motion s recurg apj^n.- 
Bair fixed at $15,000, _ P.R.B . De ft,, ordered photog raphed and tin g e r 
printed. Case assigned toJudge Weinfeld for^a ll purposes .,- 

Ued oersl"nai recog nizance b ond ^•theut_sacorl i :y in the~aat. of ~ 

815.000. ______ 

FniT^^sT^Tf^r^^noH«^I^tr^fop^Tr^;prpcu^^ 

—discovery and"“Inspection .ret. on : date to be _tixed by court; - 












































CR 333 USA VS BUGLLARELLI 


WEINFELD,J 


A-3 


page -3- 


D C 110 R(* Civil Docket CoHltutUoa 

























































07 -10-75 Filed govts, w/h/c to produce deft, on June 27 t 
Writ satisfied on July 1,1975. Weinfeld.J 



















































































































4 

CR 3°3 USA VS BUGLIARELLI 

WEINFELD,J. 

A-3 


D. C. 110 Rev. Civil Docket Continuation 

Page -3- 



D«U Or 
Judft—I 



10-15-7! F il ed govts, a f fdt. of fteven Schatteh_.____ 

10 - 13-7! Filed defts. memorna dum o f Taw in support of om nib us motion. ~ 
''.0-15-73 Filed defts. affdt. and notice o£ onniFus notion,ret. on: Oct. 

14.1975 at 1; 15pm~Tn~Rin.~T2B■ ~~ 

10-15-7! Filed mem o end, on above motio n--MotIon denied in a ll respects" 
_ Weinfeld,J. _ _ ~ 

11-1 0-7 5 Fi led transcript dated Oc t. 14,1 975. ~ ~ 

ll-lP -75 File d transcript date d Sept. 2"1975.___ _ 

11- 10-75 Filed tr anscript dated Sept. 16,1975. _ 

1 1-10-7 51 Filed transcript dated Sept . 18, 1 9,27^23,^4, 1V/ 3. ~ 
ll-i 0 - 7 5 > Fil ed tra nscr ipt date d Se pt.~T7 , 18, 1975. 



11-7-75 


FI LED JU DGMENT—(atty. Wallace~Mus off.pres ent )--the deft. is hereby 
committed to th e cu stody of~the~Atty. General or his authorize d 
rep resen tative for Imprisonment for a period'of 'rwu(2) YEAkS on etc 
of cts. 1 and STto run concurrently with each other. Deft, contd. 
bn oaii pending appeal, on condition that tne appeal is filed 
exp editiously. Appendix on appeal, record andbrlefs to bcfiTed 


11-7-75 


lefts , amended n otice of a ppe ar to the USC A From the fine! 
it entered on Nov. 7,1975. peoples mailed to AUSA S. Schatten) 






























A-4 


si jL 

pretation, you may offer that. 

MR. MUSOFF: Judge, you know, 


* 41G 


this is so devastat¬ 


ing to us that— 

YHIi COURT: All evidence that is offered by the 
Government is, as Judge Hank once said, for the purpose 
of prejudicing the jury in favor of the sile that offers 
it. 

HR. MUSOFF: That is true. Rut I really don't 

see the relevancy, your Honor. What worries me is that 

knowing you, I don't know how I am going to make out after- 
\ 

ward. 

THE COURT: Well, I don't know what you mean by 


that. 

(End of robing room discussion.) 

(In the courtroom.) 

THE COURT: All right, proceed please. 

MR. SCIIATTEN: The Government calls Sergeant 
James Hiatus. 


JAMES H L A T U S, witness called on behalf of 

the Government,being first duly sworn, testified as 
follows: 

MR. SCHATTEIJ: May I proceed, your Honor? 


THE COURT: 


Yes. 
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si jL 

direct examination 

BY MR. SCHATTLU: 

Q Sergeant Dlatus, by whom are you employed? 

A I am retired from the Police Department. 

Q How long were you with the Police Department 
as of February 11, 1972? 

A With my years of seniority, 19 years, seven 
months and some odd days. 

Q Whom were you with on February 11, 1972? Which 

was the division or unit of the Police Department to 
\ 

which you were attached? 

A i was assigned to the Public Morals Division, 

% 

Central Investigating Squad. 

Q On February 11, 1972 at approximately 1:30 in 
the afternoon, did you have occasion to enter premises 
2 j 5 Last 155th Street in the Bronx on February 11, 1972? 

A Yes, I did. 

0 And was the apartment that you entered abandoned 
or was it occupied? 

A It was an abandoned apartment but they had 
people in there. There were no residents in tnere. 

q It was an abandoned apartment but there were 
people in there, is that correct? 


25 


A 


Yes . 







A-6 


1 I 

S ljb Ulatus-direct 413 


2 

Q Will you describe the doorway or entrance tnat 


3 

you had to enter to get in there? 


4 j! 

A The doorway was partially secured by a large 


5 1' 

1 

piece of sheet metal which was nailed to it and had been 


6 

bent on the side, so you entered by pulling some of the 


1 - || 
il 

sheet mewal aside and stepping into the apartment. 


8 

Q By the v>av, 255 East 155th Street is right near 


9 

the Morris Avenue section of the Bronx, is that it? 


>0 1 

I 

A I guess that would be considered the Ilorris 


11 

Avenue section. 


.2 

q Who else was present when you entered the apart- 


13 

ment? 


14 

A With me was Patrolman Tony Colon, Patrolman Join. 


15 

and Detective Kirkpatrick. 


16 

Q When you entered the apartment, what did you 


17 

observe? 


18 

A Well, when I first entered the apartment I seen 

I 

19 

* several people milling around, and I gave an order to get 


20 

against the wall. 

1 

21 

And a few minutes later 1 saw Patrolman John 


22 

towards the rear of this room. We were in the first room, 


23 

like when you enter the apartment, which would be like a 


24 

living room, and I had a conversation with John, and he 


25 

directed me to the bathroom, which was the uoorway he was 

' 

1 


soimiFUN rv<. <n r w 
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2 

standing 

near, and I entered that bathroom. 

3 ! 

Q 

by the way. Patrolman John that you are referring 

1 

4 1 

to is Patrolman William John, is that conect? 

5 j 

A 

Bill John. William John. 

II 

6 I 

Q 

What did you observe at that time when you were 

7 

| 

at the bathroom? 

8 

A 

I observed one man in there identified as Tarallo 

9 i' 


1-lU. MUSOFF: If your Honor please, I object to 

io ! 

i 

any testimony with regard to any observations at the time 

. 

n j 

that Mr 

Bugliarelli was not present. 

\ 

! 

12 j 


THE COURT: I sustain the objection at tiiis time. 

13 


MR. SCHATTLU: I would like to be in a position 

14 

to offer the remaining portion because it certainly ties 

* 

15 

in— 


16 


THE COURT: You will be able to offer it. 

17 

BY MR. 

[ 

SCIIATTEH: 

18 

Q 

What occurred thereafter? 

19 

{I 

A 

You mean when I entered the bathroom? 

20 

j Q 

When you observed Mr. Tarallo, what happened then? 

21 

II 

I said, "Are there gambling records in tnis room? 

22 

Q 

What happened then? 

23 

A 

Well, I moved Tarallo from where he was to on 

24 

tile side and I started perusing the gambling records, and 

25 

when I 

1 

come acre ss one particular record ne expressed an 


v»i'7MF»N 


in mu* i m >•••*• :i ns ii % <*• “ " 
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interest in it. 

Q What kind of record was that? 

A This record was a tally sheet or a payoff collect 

slip. 

Q What does that mean? 

A In other words, it usually indicates that who¬ 
ever was keeping the records would record what he owed and 
the moneys that were coming to him, and this would be 
considered like a tally sheet. 

q That is, it would record wnat moneys were coming 

y 

to the person who had the slip and what money he owed, is 
that right? 

A What money was due him and wnat money he had to 
pay. What he paid out might not have been on there, but 
it indicates his balance, most likely, 
o What happened thereafter? 

A We nad a conversation relative to that slip. 

Q And what was the nature of the conversation? 

MR. I1USOFF: objection, your Honor. 

T1IL COURT: I will take it subject to motion to 

strike. 

ilembers of the jury, a word of caution at this 
time: Without going into too much detail, the Government's 

tnaory in this case is based upon what is known as an 
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19 I 


20 


21 

22 

23 I 

24 
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expenditure theory; that the defendant spent much more in 
each of the given years then he reflected on his income 
tax returns, and that after taking into account non- 
taxable items or deductible items, there still remained a 
very substantial sum of money that he spent in excess of 
reported income; and the Government is attempting to show 
tnat this defendant had a source of income which it claims 
is attributable to gambling activities. 
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lpl 

Now, one, we are not concerned at this trial 
with whether or not such activities, if, in fact, they 
were occurring, violated either the Federal or State laws 
with respect to such activities. It's only significance 
in this case is whether or not the government will be 
able to establish - and that is what it is purporting to 
do - that this defendant had an additional source of 
income which it contends accounts for the expenditures 
made, which it further contends was far above the amount 
reported in the tax returns. 

• V 

So will you please bear in mind that this is 
the sole and only purpose for which this evidence is now 
being received, and you are not to consider whether or not 
the alleged gambling activities or the relationship to 
gain the activities violated either Federal or State laws. 
Its only significance is the effort on the part of the 
government to establish a source of income. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, may we just clarify 
a little bit more specifically and state that it is the 
source of income that is being questioned only for the 
years 1970 and 1971 and no other period of time? 

THE COURT: That is correct. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q Now, I believe you were testifying with respect 


soimiiHN him . f rr conn nrpojmns t's rommi i 
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2 

3 

4 

5 


to a tally slip which showed amounts owed and which had to 
be paid and amounts which were coming in, is that correct? 


8 

9 


19 

20 
21 
22 
23 
2A 
25 


A 

Q 

A 

slip — 


Yes. 


And what happened at that point? 

Well, Tarallo told me that he needed that 


HR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, for this purpose I 
think that i« strictly objectionable under any ground, 

told him outside the presence of 


10 Ij 

what Mr. 

Tarallo 

11 ll 

i 

this defendant. 

\ 

That is 

12 jj 


MR. 

SCHATTEN: 

13 

1 

THE 

COURT: I 

14 |i nection. 



15 j 


THE 

WITNESS: 

16 

Q 

Please. 

n i 

A 

Mr. 

Tarallo 

18 

1 

straighten 

out. 



So I says "Okay," and I continued to search 
the apartment — that one room. 

Q What else did you find? 

A I found moneys, some slips; I found some gamblin 

records which indicated illegal numbers operation. 

Q Tell us what occurred thereafter. 

A Well, we moved out into the outer room, and 

snt'THiKN ni\ '<:i rnnm hihwiim rs r«muiti • 
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lpi 

then Thrallo and I moved into like a side room, which 

was a bedroom, if I recall, and shortly after that when 
Tarallo and I was in this side room, Joseph Bugliarel 

entered the premises through this door. 

Q By the way, had Mr. Z 5 ff-L ^ been placed unde 

arrest by you prior to Mr. Bugliarelli's entrance? 

A He had been placed under arrest by Patrolman 

John and I notified him that he was under arrest after¬ 
wards, too. 

Q What was he under arrest for at that time? 

\ 

A The section of the Penal Code dealing with 

illegal gambling, mutuel horse race policy. 

Q Do you see Mr. Bugliarelli in court today? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Will you please point him out to the Court and 

jury? 

A Sitting at the table there with the gray suit 

(indicating). 

MR. SCHATTEN: May the record reflect that the 
witness has identified Mr. Bugliarelli. 

Tell us what happened to Mr. Bugliarelli after 

I 

I he entered the premises. 

A Well, he was talking with my officer who was 
stationed at the door, and I approached him, and we got 


SOUTHERN niST 'CT COURT REPORTERS US COI’RIHoi . 
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lp4 

into a conversation as to what his name was, and I said, 

"What is your name?" and he said, "Lorrelli, he told me. 

Q He said Lorrelli? 

A Yes. 

Q What happened then? 

A I told him to stick around; you know, "Come on, 

be a friend," something like that, I don't recall exactly. 

And we asked him if he was clean — somebody asked him, 

I think Kirkpatrick asked him if he was clean, and I said, 

"He wouldn't be stupid enough to come in here with work," 

\ 

meaning illegal gambling records or policy work. 

Q What happened then? 

A Well, I started to frisk him, and he opened 

his coat up, and a bunch of bills fell out of his coat 
onto the floor, a large sum of bills, I don't know exactly. 

So I started to gather up the bills with him, 
and we gave it back to him, and I left him there and 1 
returned to Tarallo who was behind, like right by the 

doorway of this here bedroom, a vacant room. I assume it 
was a bedroom. 

Q Tell us what happened thereafter. 

A I asked what he wanted to do about 

the tally slip, and he said he needed that to straighten out. 


25 


So I asked him. What did he have in mind? 
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And he asked me what it was worth. 

So we talked back and forth in this vein, what 
I had in mind, what he had in mind, and then he told me 


i 


did I know that this place was a pad. 

Q Will you tell the Court and jury what you mean 

when you say a place is a pad? 

A A place would be considered a pad where they 

were running some kind of illegal operation, usually gambling 
or policy, bookmaking, and they paid the police for protection 
to operate. They paid them a certain amount of money to 

| 

operate illegally so they wouldn't have to get arrested; 
they could continue to operate without being bothered. 

Q What happened after Hr. Tarallo told you the 

I 

olace was a pad? 

A He still wanted to know what I thought it was 

worth, and he asked me how many men I had, and I told him 
what I had; then he says, "Let me speak to Joe." 

I says, "Go ahead." 

Ail called Mr. Bugliarelli, and I said, "Go 
ahead, go talk to him." 

And he and Joe Bugliarelli had a conversation, 
and I was away from them, I couldn't hear the conversation, 
and Bugliarelli approached me and asked me if I was from 
downtown. 


♦ 
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And I told him no, that I wasn’t, I was from 

the Bureau of Corruption — can I look at my notes, your 

Honor? 

THE COURT: If you require notes to refresh 

your recollection, you may. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, are these notes that 
were contemporaneously taken back on February 11 

THE COURT: It doesn't make any difference when 
they were taken. You may question him about it. The 
witness says there is a paper which may refresh his recol¬ 
lection. 

Mark it for identification. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Will you mark it as Govern¬ 
ment's Exhibit 61 for identification. 

(Government's Exhibit 61 marked for 
identification.) 

THE COURT: Please go ahead. 

THE WITNESS: So I told him I was from the 

Bureau of Corruption. 

Then he told me, "I'm a main cousin. 
q What is a main cousin? 

A That would be — a main cousin would be a friendly 

guy who does his share of paying, a substantial share of 
paying, that's a main cousin, that he's well-known. 
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Q What happened after? 

A He told me he was here to straighten this out, 

he told me, and he asked me what I wanted to do. 

' 

I told him that I would like to take an arrest 
out of here. And he said not to do tkat. He said,in 
fact, "You don’t want to do that." He said, "Don't 
arrest him." 

And then he told me, "If you want a pad," refer¬ 
ring to putting this spot on the pad — 

I 

Q He was offering to pay you, is that the idea? 

THE COURT: When you say he said, "Don't arrest 
him," to whom was he referring? 

THE WITNESS: Referring to Mr. Tirallo. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q Tell us what happened next. . 

A I said, "It would be nice to have a pad." 

He says, "You want a pad?" 

And then we had some more conversation relative 
to that, and he says, "You want the pad now?" And he was 

telling me it was only for one spot. 

So I asked him, "How much did you pay before?" 

And he told me $125 a month. 

Q $125 a month, he said? 

A Yes, sir. 


sMimiinN nm-acoijn ' 
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q What did you say in response to his saying to 

you that he was paying previously $125 a month? 

A Weil, I told him that this squares us away now 

and we'll talk about the monthly pad, we'll talk about the 


Q What did Mr. Bugliarelli say thereafter? 

A Mr. Bugliarelli then gave me $200 in U.S. 

Currency in 10s and 20s, and I placed him and Vicent Tarallo 

under arrest for bribery. 

THE COURT: Now before we go any further, 

members of the jury, again a cautionary word: 

We are not concerned in this case with any charge 
of alleged bribery which violates Federal or State law. 

The only purpose this is being received for is to show that 
the government contends that the defendant had an interest 
in gambling activities. The government is going to urge 

upon you that this activity, if you believe it - and it is 
up to you whether or not you credit his testimony - reflects 
an interest in gambling activities as a source of income. 

We are not concerned with any aspect of the alleged bribery. 


as such. 


MR. MUSOFF: May the record just reflect, your 


Honor, that I renew all my objections? 

THE COURT: The record already reflects whatever 


.. . hhun in*i crmi'fi iiitiMin ■•••" 


( 
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you said. 

MR. KUSOFF: Thank you. Judge. 

THE COURT: It is being received for this very 
limited purpose, on the issue as to whether or not the 
defendant had a source of income which can be attributed, 
the additional income which the government alleges the 



defendant failed to report. 

MR. SCHATTEN: May the record reflect that I am 
now opening the contents of an envelope which is now marked 
as Government's Exhibit 8, and I am removing therefrom two 
$20 bills and 16 $10 bills, and I am going to show it to 
the witness. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q I want to show you the $200 that is found in 

Government's Exhibit 8 for identification. 

I would like to show you the third page or the 
second page of Government's Exhibit 8, and in that con¬ 
nection can you identify the bills that are set forth as 
part of the envelope in Government's Exhibit 8? 

A This is a Police Department property invoice, 
and that is a list of serial numbers on it, and there is a 
total of 18 bills here, and the first two 20s match — 
the serial numbers of the bills match this (indicating). 

Do you want me to go through everyone of these 


sni'nintN MSI I I t'otlKT RMHIKTI’RS H S cm H'lio' i 
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2 ! 

bills? 




i 

3 

Q 

Have you satisfied yourself that the bills 



4 

that you 

have in your hand that were removed from the 



5 

I 

envelope, 

, Government's Exhibit 8 for identification, | 



6 

have the 

same numbers that are reflected on your voucher 



7 

|| 

sheet? 

| 



8 1 

A 

Yes. 


9 

Q 

What does that voucher sheet relate to? 


10 

A 

This is the evidence seized at the premises 

• 

11 

in the Bronx which was brought to the stationhouse and 

' 



12 

invoiced 

and sent to the property clerk. 



13 

Q 

So these are the same $200 that you received 



14 

from Mr. 

Bugliarelli on February 11, 1972? 



15 

A 

Yes, sir. 



16 


MR. SCHATTEN: I would like to offer these 



17 

collectively as Government's Exhibit 8-A, the $200, in 



18 

various 

bills. 



19 


MR. MUSOFF: Again, your Honor, I object to this. 



20 

I think 

it is wholly irrelevant, of an extremely prejudicial 



21 

nature and no relations to the years 1970 and 1971. 



22 


THE COURT: It is being received for the very 



23 

limited 

purpose indicated and no other purpose. 



24 





25 


toi'ritiRN !>!*/ r*» roiiRi rip. »khh% i? % • 
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2 MR. SCHATTEN: I want to point out for the 

3 j record that February 11, 1972, is less than 45 days 

4 | after the close of 1971. 

5 (Government's Exhibit 8-A received 


6 in evidence) 

7 q Tell us what happened after you placed Mr. 


8 Bugliarelli and Mr. Tarallo under arrest? 

I 1 

9 || A There was some more conversation. 

|| 

10 ! Q How did you begin the conversation? 

11 ' A Well, inside the premises Mr. Bugliarelli 

I V 

12 and Tarallo — Bugliarelli was concerned about being 

13 entrapped and giving me the money and he was talking 

14 about — 

15 q Did you begin to advise him about his 

16 constitutional rights? 

17 A Yes, I told him that he had the righf to 

18 remain silent, and I started with the second part of a 

19 | lengthy rights, and he interrupted my conversation with 

X 

20 his conversation, and I never got back to finishing the 

J 

21 j; complete rights. 

22 Q What happened thereafter? 

23 A We left the premises and went out to the front 

24 il and took one of my men's cars to the stationhouse for 

25 ! transportation for booking. And we had more conversation 


soimiiKN nisri ct conn mpo*ti»s us couhiih" 
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outside. 

Mr. Buqliarelli asked me what stationhouse 
we are going to, and I told him the nearest one, and he 
said "Oh, that would be t'.ie 42nd." And it turned out 
that it would be the 42nd that we drove to. 

We left the middle of the block and drove to 
the corner and he also had a converastion with another 
man that was down the street and he called out and he 
said, "Do you want to call Friedman and tell him I'm at 
the 42nd"? 

\ 

Q Did you have occasion to subsequently meet 

Mr. Friedman? 

A Yes. 

0 Who is Mr. Friedman? 

A Mr. Friedman was the lawyer who represented 

Mr. Bugliarelli in the case that followed this. Supreme 
Court. 

Q What happened after that? 

A Well, we drove to the stationhouse and when 

we arrived there Bugliarelli and I left and walked to the 
front of the stationhouse while the other quy parked 
the car and somebody had Tarallo. I think it was Patrolman 
John, but Mr. Bugliarelli and I had a conversation in front 




25 


of the stationhouse again. 
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dhjw 3 Blatus - direct 

Q Tell us what was said bv you and what was 

said by Mr. Bugliarelli in that conversation. 

A He wanted me just to take him for gambling, 

indicated I should take him for the policy arrest and not 
the bribery. 

Q He wanted to be arrested — 

A Just for the policy. 

Q Only for gambling. Is that right? 

A I'm sorry, for the gambling arrest. 

Q He indicated to you that he didn't want to 

\ 

be arrested for bribery? 

A No, just for the policy. Then he told me 

he was a stand-up cousin. 

Q What did that mean? 

A Well, that would be a friend that pays the 

police and stands up. A stand-up cousin would be one 
that pays the police and if he was out of court he would 
be a stand-up guy and not do any talking. 

And he asked me to inquire about it. All I 
had to do was ask somebody about him and I'd find out that 
he was a cousin. 

And I asked him who to ask. He told me, 

"Ask your own men." 

And I said to him, "Downtown?" 


| 
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And he savs, "I don’t want to tell you any¬ 
thing more." He used a profanity. And he says he’s no 

stool pigeon. 

q He didn’t want to tell you the name of 

the people he new. 

A Right. He just wanted me to inquire. When 

I kept asking -Inquire where? I wouldn't know where to 
start." he just said, you know, "That's it." lie told me 
■Just ask anybody," he says. "I'm Joe Bugliarelli, I've 

qot a record. Just check my sheet." 

q What did that mean to you? 

A That meant that he had a record, he was 

arrested by the police, he had a record and to check his 

sheet and I could see whatever arrests were on the sheet. 

MR. MUSOFF: I object and move that those 

statements be stricken from the record. 

THE COURT: They are stricken, the jury is 

instructed to disregard them. 

q What happened thereafter? 

THE COURT: Draw no inference of any kind 

from the testimony. 

q What happened thereafter? 

A After he told me that, wo were joined by the 

other men and we entered the stationhouse and proceeded 
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1 

2 

with the formal booking. 



3 

m 

Q At the time of this conversation were you 

. 


1 

4 

wearing a tape recording device? 



5 

A No, I was wearing a wire recording device. 



6 

1; 

which is different. 



7 I 

0 Was that true of the entire conversation that 



8 i 

i 

took place from 1:30 on to the end of the conversation 



9 |i 
| 

with Mr. Bugliarelli? 



10 

A Yes. Whenever I spoke to Bugliarelli the 



11 

wire recorder was or*. 

> 4 



12 

Q Was there a tape prepared of that meeting? 



13 ; 

ij 

A I'm rure there was. You mean a tape the 


r* 

14 

!l 

15 i 

wire? 



Q Yes, that's right. 



16 

A Yes, o copy was made of it. 



17 

Q Okay. And there was also an original wire; 



18 jl 

.! 

is that correct? 



19 | 

\ 

A Yes. 


20 |j 

Q I want to show you what's been marked ar 

1 


21 

Government's Exhibit 9 for identification. Can you identify 

I 


22 

that? 



23 

A This is a transcription of the wire recording. 



24 

q Have you had occasion to study that wire record¬ 



25 

ing, the transcript, in light of listening to the recording? 
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A Yes, I did. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, is that an 

accurate version of the recording? 

A It's fairly accurate. There are a few minor 

mistakes. 

Q But essentially accurate? 

A Essentially accurate. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I would like to offer the 

transcript. I would ask the Court for a brief recess in 
connection with the matter. We'll need a five-minute 
recess in connection with the playing. 

I would like to offer the transcript and I 
would also like to ofier the tape and then I will conclude 
my direct examination, and after that time I would like 
to play the tape following Mr. Musoff's cross examination 
of the witness. 

MR. MUSOFF: If your Honor please, during 
any recess I would like to approach the bench with regard 
to the admissibility of the transcript. We haven’t 
had the pleasure of having Mr. Blatus as a witness before, 
if you recall, and I think I might be entitled to voir 
dire. I would like to discuss that. 

THE COURT: Of course, you have had a voir 
dire with regard to another witness on the same subject. 


I 


I 


f 

I 

i 
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I i 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes, your Honor, I had. 

! 1 

' 1 

3 1 

MR. SCHATTEN: My understanding is that he 

i 

| 4 ! 

doesn't have the right to voir dire everybody he would 


* 

5 1 

like, the Court having made his ruling. 


> 6 

THE COURT: I will afford it to him. It 


1 7 

seems to me I had spent three or four hours the other 


8 i 

day for this purpose, of saving time here. 


9 \ 

Call tie other witness. I’m going to suggest 


10 | 

calling the other witness out of turn, then, because I 


H 

ii 

i 

don't want to start this all over again. You had a hearing 

\ 


i 

12 

on this. 


13 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, may I — 


' 

THE COURT: We will excuse the jury. This 


15 

isn't any concern of the jury. 


16 

MR. MUSOFF: May I then just note my objections 


17 1 

i for the record. 


18 

THE COURT: We will excuse the jury. 


19 

We will have a short recess. 


20 

(Jury excused) 


; 21 

MR. SCHATTEN: The record should reflect that 


22 

I am now turning over to Mr. Musoff the portion of the one 

1 

23 

paragraph the Court ordered me to turn over from Govern¬ 


' 24 

ment's Exhibit 3546-E, which means now Mr. Musoff is in 


25 

possession of everything, 3546-E, that he is entitled to. 

1 

8 

ii 

Ip 
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THE COURT: Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record) 

THE COURT: Mr. Musoff, a hearinq was held on 
this. Are you suggesting we are starting all over again? 

MR. MUSOFF: No, your Honor. I agree with 
you and I waive it. 

THE COURT: There is no question you are object¬ 

ing to the admissibility of this transcript. I hold it 
is admissible with an instruction to the jury that the 

jury will be the sole judges of what is on the tape, and 

% 

that the transcript is simply in effect an aid memoir, 
which they have an absolute right to disagree with and 

disrogard. 

4 . ** 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you, your Honor. 

Of course, your Honor, I’m looking ahead to 
the conclusion of the trial. The usual cautionary 
instructions will be given. 

THE COURT: I will repeat that aqain. I'm 
going to instruct the jury now, when it is read to them 
and as the tape is played for them, but I will issue the 
instruction aqain in the form of a charqe. 1 will do it 
twice. 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you, your Honor. Because 

we didn't formally request it. 
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Blatus - direct 
THE COURT: I would do it on my own whether 
you would request it or not. You are entitled to it. 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you, your Honor. 

THE COURT: How long will it take to set up 

the — 

MR. SCHATTEN: I think it will probably take 

say ten minutes at the very most. 

THE COURT: All right. 

(Recess) 

(Jury present) 

MR. SCHATTEN: I would like to have this tape 
marked as Government's Exhibit 9-A for identification. 

(Government's Exhibit 9-A marked for 
identif ication) 

MR. SCHATTEN: I would like to formally 
offer the tape, the wire recording, in evidence atthis 
time, your Honor. 

MR. MUSOFF: Again I note my objection, your 

Honor. 

(Government's Exhibits 9 and 9- A 
received in evidence) 

MR. SCHATTEN: Your Honor, for the record I 
should state that I passed copies out to the jury just 
before the recess. I propose to play the tape. 
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THE COURT: Members of the jury, a word about 
the transcript. 

Of course, none of us were present when the 
conversations, which are reflected on the tape, occurred, 
and none of us know the voices and who was speaking to 

| 

whom. 

This witness was present and was one of the 
participants, and he has testified that this transcript 

reflects accurately what was said by each person. 

* 

However, the transcript, and what is contained 
on it, is not the evidence in the case. It is simply 
prepared as sort of an aid to you to follow the actual 
recording which will be played for you, and the evidence 
in the case and the evidence by which you are to be guided 
to the extent you accept it as credible, is the tape 
recording itself. 

To the extent, for example, that anything on 
the tape is inaudible, you have a right to disregard it 
entirely, and not accept this transcription in any event. 

I impress upon you, it is the tape recording itself and 
what you hear that is the evidence in the case. This is 
simply, the document I am holding in my hand, a transcription , 
as I say, an aid to you in order to identify the voices 
as they speak.' 
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2 

permission, I would request that Inspector Lauh, who is 


3 i 

handling the equipment, be allowed to instruct the jury 


4 

on the use of these headsets. 


5 

THE COURT: Yes. 


6 

MR, LAUH: Your Honor, ladies and gentlemen 


7 

of the jury, this is a wireless headset and you don't 


8 

"have to connect it to anything. You just put it on. 


9 

On the one side you see a little wheel, with a black 


10 

mark on it, that is a combination on-off and volume 


11 

control. Just like turning on your radio. If you want 

\ 


12 

more volume, you just turn it up a little more. 


13 

Now, you shouldn't have any problem hearing 


14 

it. If you do have any problem hearing it, just raise your 


15 

arm and I will giveyou another headset. 


16 

THE COURT: Now, counsel have one and the 


17 

defendant has one. All right. 

1 

18 

(At this point. Government's Exhibit 9-A 

1 

19 

was played) 


20 

THE COURT: I heard it up to the point "Just 

* 


21 

crossing the street." 


22 

MR. LAUH: Sorry, your Honor, I have a 


23 

malfunction in the wiring, your Honor. 


24 

THE COURT: How long will it take to fix it? 

| 

25 

MR. LAUH: I would have to find out, sir. 

1 ; 







± 
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MR. SCHATTEN: I would suqgest in the interests 
of saving time we might begin the cross examination of Mr. 
Blatus at this time. Unless it can be corrected. 

MR. LAUH: I think it will take fifteen 



minutes. 

MR. SCHATTEN: You think it would take 

fifteen minutes. 

MR. LAUH: Yes. 

THE COURT: Can't that be played without 

earphones? 

MR. LAUH: I can, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Why can't that be done? 

MR. LAUH: I can if you would like me to. 

THE COURT: It was done for me the other day. 

What's wrong with that? 

(Government's Exhibit 9-A continued to 

be played) 

MR. SCHATTEN: We are at the top of page 2, 

Patrolman John is speaking. 


24 
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(During playback Government's Exhibit 9-A 
the following occurred.) 

MR. SCHATTEN: With the Courts permission we 
will stop the tape recording at this point. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I would like the whole 

tape played. 

THE COURT: You want the balance played? 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes, I want the balance played. 

(Playback of Government's Exhibit 9-A 
continued.) 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, may I just approach 
the bench for a moment? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

(At the bench.) 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, on part of the tape 
that was not transcribed there is an expression to the 
effect that one of the police officers told Sergeant Hlaus 
that "You have got to be crazy to be in a Police Station and 
still have the tape recorder running." 

I would like the jury to hear that. I know it 
is late in the day and I don't want to inconvenience anyone, 
but I would like to have them hear that. 

THE COURT: Wasn't this tape transcribed from 


the beginning to the end? 







1 
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MR. SCHATTEN: No. 

THE COURT: Well, if you wait to have it played 
back you could have it played ba^k. 


5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 
13 
19 
2 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


MR. MUSOFF: I want to have it played, your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: Can you locate the portion? 

I 

MR. SCHATTEN: I don't know where that portion | 

is, your Honor. I don't know how much longer the rape is. 

THE COURT: Is it beyond this point? 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes, it is beyond this point, 
and I think it might involve some 15 or 20 more minutes. 

May I make the suggestion that we adjourn for 
the day, and have the technician just move the tape recorder | 
up to that spot, and then in the morning it can be played 

i 

in just two minutes, and then I will start my cross- 
examination . 

THE COURT: You are entitled to have that 
portion played or the entire tape played. 

I did not understand that there is a balance of 

it that the transcript doesn't show. 

Did you say there is? 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes. 

THE COURT: You are entitled to have the balance 
played back for the jury. 
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2 

MR. MUSOFF: Tomorrow morning? 


3 

THE COURT: How long would it take? 


n 

4 i! 

5 

MR. SCHATTEN: I am not sura exactly what Mr. 


Musoff is referring to. 


6 

MR. MUSOFF: It may be another 20 minutes, 


7 

your Honor. 


8 

THE COURT: Is your technician here? 

I 


9 

MR. SCHATTEN: Yes. He is not familiar with 1 

1 

10 

i 

this particular tape as such. 


11 

THE COURT: Call him up here. 


12 

(Technician approached the bench. ) 


13 

THE COURT: Is there any more on the tape? 


14 

THE TECHNICIAN: On the remainder of it? 


15 

It sounds like something on the background. 


16 

If you want to listen to it, I will get it on. 


17 

THE COURT: I don't have any special desire to 

I 

18 

listen to it. 


19 

Counsel for the defendant says there is 


20 

additional material on the tape. Is there? 

| 

21 

THE TECHNICIAN: Sir, I haven't heard all of the 

1 

22 

1 

tape mvself. 

1 

1 

1 

23 

THE COURT: Well, if he is right, that's all 


24 

there is to it, it will be played. 


25 

MR. MUSOFF: Tomorrow, your Honor? 

1 

! 
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THE COURT: Now, I am qoing to require you, 
the technician, to remain with the government and defense 
counsel and whoever else is familiar with this and as¬ 
certain if there is additional material on the tape; 
and if there is we will play it the first thing tomorrow 
morning for the jury. I think it will take too long now 
while the effort is being ma *» to locate the balance. 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you, your Honor. 

THE COURT: You are entitled to have the whole 

tape played. 

MR. MUSOFF: Just one other brief matcer: 

If you will recall, your Honor sustained my 
objection to the Sergeant testifying that Mr. Bugliarelli 
told him he had an arrest record. Yet when the tape is 
played it appears on the tape and it is in the transcript 
that he is telling Sergeant Blatus, "I got a record. 

Look at my sheet." And 1 think, your Honor, that some 
cautionary instruction should be given. 

THE COURT: I will issue a cautionary in¬ 
struction with respect to that. And I will qo beyond that 
I think it ought to be deleted entirely. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I will delete it from the trans 
cript. I hesitate to delete it from the tape. 

THE COURT: I don't know how you can delete 
it from the tape. I will give a cautionary instruction, 
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2 

and as far as the transcript is concerned we will delete it 


3 

physically. 


4 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you. 


5 

(End of bench discussion.) 


6 

THE COURT: (Addressing the jury) Members of 


7 

the jury, I am told there is an additional portion on the 

i 


8 ! 

1 

tape which has not been transcribed, and at the request of I 

9 

defense counsel I am directing that the balance be located. 

1 

10 

I assume it is on the tape, as has been represented to me, 

l 

11 

1 

and to the extent that it is there it will be played for 

1 

12 

you the firnt thing in the morning. T think it will take 

i 

13 

too long tonight to locate it and play it, and you have 


11 

been very coop'*i ative in staying until this hour it is a 


15 

quarter to six — and I don't think there would be any point 


lb 

in waiting 15 or 20 minutes and then havinq it played. 


17 

So I am requiring the lawyers to remain here to find that 

| 

I 

18 

portion and then we will play that for you the first thing 

t 

1 

19 

in the morning. 


20 

And with that we will take our adjournment for 


21 

the day, and 1 will ask you to please be inside so we can 


22 

start promptly at 10, and, as I have already suggested, 

1 

1 

1 

23 

make arrangements to stay tomorrow night. We may have a 

1 

24 

night session. 


25 

(Adjourned to Tuesday, September 23, 1975, at 



10.00 a.m.) 
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2 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


3 

v. 75 Cr. 333 


4 

JOSEPH BUGLIARELLI 


5 

1 


' 6 

September 23, 1975 i 

10:00 A.M. 


7 



8 

1 

1 


9 

(Trial Resumed) 

| 

10 

(In open court - jury present) 


11 



12 

THE COURT: What was the problem getting I 


13 

here on time? 


14 

MR. SCHATTEN: I had a problem that suddenly 


15 

came up that I had to deal with, your Honor, and I apologize. 


16 

I'm sorry. 

1 

17 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, may I approach the 

| 

18 

bench at this time? 

1 

1 

19 

THE COURT: Yes. I guess the day wouldn't 

! 

20 

start right unless you both approach the bench. 


21 

(At the side bar) 

i 

22 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, we have decided not 

i 

i 

23 

to play any portion of the tape and we are ready to proceed 


24 

with the cross examination of Mr. Blatus. 


25 

THE COURT: Is he here? 
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2 ! 

MR. SCHATTEN: I understand he is late. He 


3 

should be here in five or ten minutes. 


4 

THE COURT: And why are you late? 


5 

MR. SCHATTEN: I'm sorry. Yesterday afternoon — 


6 | 

MR. MUSOFF: Can I finish my statement 


7 

before Mr. Schatten brings up a matter. 


8 

THE COURT: Suppose I instruct the jury now 


9 

that the balance of the tape will not be played. 


10 

MR. MUSOFF: Fine, your Honor. 


11 

(In open court) 


12 

THE COURT: We are taking care of some house¬ 

1 

13 

keeping matters, ladies and gentlemen. 

I 

14 

First, the balance of the tape which had been 

1 

I 

1 

15 

requested to be played will not be played even though the 

| 

l 

16 

defendant asked that it be played, and I said it should 

1 

17 

i be played if he wanted to, and he decided it shouldn't 

1 

18 

be played so that will end the tape recording before you. 

i 

19 

What is the next matter? 

i 

I 

i 

20 

(At the. side bar) 

1 

21 

MR. SCHATTEN: Yesterday after court I was 

1 

22 

served with a subpoena by Mr. Musoff for certain material 

1 

23 

in the IRS file, and th^t pertains to the arrest of Frank 


24 

Bugliarelli in 1956. 


25 

I would like to submit the material, that is, 

1 
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1 dh jw 3 

2 the subject of the subpoena, together with the subpoena 

3 to the Court because I don't believe that under Rule 17 

4 this constitutes evidentiary material. 

5 1 Moreover, it would seem to the government that 

|l 

6 1 under any circumstances a 1956 arrest is so remote in time 

j| 

7 that the relevancy in this case would be most 


3 

9 

10 


THE COURT: Nothing x-» r. -fore me yet. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Let the record reflect that 
I am turning over to the Court a copy of the material 


11 



that was turned over or material that I say would seem to 
be arguably within the scope of the subpoena, together 
with the subpoena that was served on me yesterday. 

I ask the Court to examine it in camera to 
make whatever ruling the Court deems appropriate. 

THE COURT: Well, I don’t know what it is 
offered for yet. You just tell me that it is the arrest 
record. 

MR. SCIIATTEN: No, it's an IRS file and it 
pertains to Mr. Frank Bugliarelli. And the subject of the 
subpoena was — 

THE COURT: I don't see Frank Bugliarelli. 

MR. SCHATTEN: If you go through it very 

carefully there is a reference to him. 

THE COURT: This is a Frank Soriceli. 
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MR. SCHATTEN: One of the people involved 

in that matter is Frank Bugliarelli. 

THE COURT: The third page seems to have 

nothing to do with it. 

MR. SCHATTEN: After there is a detailed arrest j 

• i 

report and it takes place — there's a 1957 report and a 
1956 report. 

I note that Sargeant Blatus is now in the 

| 

courtroom, your Honor. 

MP. MUSOFF: Your Honor, you could defer that. 

This won't be necessary until I'm ready to put on my 
direct case. 

However, we have an outstanding motion. 

THE COURT: What's the motion? 

MR. MJSOFF: The motion to strike all of Mr. 

Blatus’ testimony with regard to what he said to Mr. Tarallo 
and what Mr. Tarallo said to him outside of Mr. Bugliarelli’s | 
presence, if you recall. 

MR. SCHATTEN: The government's position would i 

be that I think we more than amply connected the connection 
between Mr. Tarallo, Mr. Bugliarelli in the course of that 
tape recorded conversation and the testimony of Sargea: 

Blatus, namely, the tape recording indicating that the 
money that Mr. Bugliarelli paid was paid in connect ,n with 
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Mr. Tarallo's gambling — 

THE COURT: It would seem to me that the 
testimony that I admitted for a very limited purpose of 
the defendant's activities in offering money would have no 
meaning unless there was some relationship to events that 
had taken place, particularly in the light of the separate 
conversation that the defendant appears to have had with 
Tarallo at the time. 

I am prepare^, to instruct the jury again | 

that Tarallo's actions play no part in this case except 
as it may be related to the activity of Bugliarelli at 
that time. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I feel that it heightens ; 

j 

the prejudice which has already occurred by introducing the 
tapes in the first place. 

THE COURT: You keep on say'ng it heightens 
the prejudice. I don't know of any theory of law that 

I 

forecloses the government from offering evidentiary matter. 
Obviously it is offered for a definite purpose as far as 
the defendant is concerned. To that extent, it is true, 

I 

it is prejudicial. 

MR. MUSOFF: Also, your Honor, your Honor was 

going to give a cautionary instruction o the jury with 
regard to the statements and the fact that Mr. Bugliarelli 

I 
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said that he had an arrest record and prior arrests. 

THE COURT: Didn't I? 

MR. MUSOFF: I don't believe you did. 

THE COURT: I did. I'm prepared to do it 
again, but I was under the impression that I did. You are 
entitled to U. I will do it now if you want me to. 

If you want me to do it new, I will, and I will do it 
again on the charge. 

I was under the impression that I had. 

MR. MUSOFF: I don't remember it. 

THE COURT: If you want me to do it now, I 
am prepared to do it now. 

MR. MUSOFF: Would you, your Honor? I would 

feel better. 


l 

i 

! 

I 


MR. SCHATTEN: The last thing is I would like 

to be permitted to ask the witness three or four more 

I 

questions on my direct examination. 

THE COURT: All right 

(In open court) 

THE COURT: Will you gentlemen come up, 

please, a moment. 

(At the side bar) 

THE COURT: I am looking at the portion in the 
transcript that you just referred to Mr. Musoff, about the 
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arrest record. 

MR. SCIIATTEN: It is further on, your Honor. 

It is right before that. I believe it's on Page 11. There 
it is. Three-quarters of the way down. 


excised? 


THE COURT: Isn't that the part you asked be 


MR. MUSOFF: Now I recall. 

THE COURT: Aren't you better off having it 


excised? 


I'm sorry. 


MR. MUSOFF: You are right. I recall that now 


THE COURT: I knew there was something. You 


are better off having it excised. 


MR. MUSOFF: Yes. Thank you, your Honor. 
THE COURT: You withdraw your request. 

(In open court) 

THE COURT: Where is the witness Blatus? 

THE CLERK: He is in the courtroom, Judge. 


JAMES BLATUS, 


resumed the stand. 


navir.g been previously sworn, testified furthe. 


as follows: 


THE COURT: The government counsel has a 

number of other questions to ask on direct examination and 
then Mr. Muaoff will cross examine the witness. 


vxjthi»n oimici cou»r ktsotmv us coot thoi m 
foiiy niw rot* ns - 










A-45 


dhjw Blatus - direct/cross 458 

DIRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUED 
BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q Sargeant Blatus, at the time that you were 

wearing a wire recording on February 11, 1972, that would 
be 'ith your consent and knowledge; is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q There came a time when you retired after nine¬ 

teen years of service on the police force; is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Isn't it fairly unusual for a police officer 

to retire after nineteen years on the police force? 

A Well, it's not the normal procedure. 

MR. SCHATTEN: No further questions. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MUSOFF: 

0 Mr. Blatus, I believe you testified that in 

1972 you were assigned to the Public Morals Division of the 
Police Department; is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And the Public Morals Division when you were 

with it had .borough-wide jurisdiction to enforce the 
gambling law3; isn't that so? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q The entire borough of .he Bronx? 
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q Any other borough? 

A It was a city-wide squad. 

q What was your squad, Mr. Blatus? 

A I didn't hear you, counselor. 

q What was your squad in charge of? Which 

portion of the borough, the entire borough of the Bronx? 

A We worked on complaints given to us by the 

committee also so it could take us any part of the city. 
q Any part of the city? 

A Yes. 

q The entire City of New York? 
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q I see here by your police record that you were 

first assigned to the Public Morals Division on 
March 27, 1971, is that correct? 

A No, that is ;.ot correct. 

0 May I show you your record and see if it 


refreshes your recollection? 

THE COURT: The witness has not stated he 
requires any refreshment of recollection. He says it is 
not correct. 

q What date do you say it was? 

A The Public Morals Division? 

Q Yes. 

A November, 1970. 

Q November, 1970? 

A Yes. 

Q All right, I will accept that. 

A Thank you. 

Q No* prior to February 11, 1972, visit to 255 
East 151st Street in the Bronx, neither you nor any of 
the men in your command that day had ever met with or 
knew Joseph Bugliarelli, is that correct? 

A I could only speak for myself. I can't speak 

for any of the men. 

Q Then speak for yourself. 
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A I didn’t know Hugliarelli until the day T saw 

him walking in the hallway into the apartment, or 


Tarallo 


Please confine your remarks ;o Mr. Joseph 


Bugliareili. He is the defendant here. 

A Yes, sir. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I v/ould object to that, your 
Honor, that kind of instruction from counsel. 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

Q As a matter of fact, the first time that you 

learned chat there was gambling activity being conducted on ^ 
those premises that you raided or February 11, 1972, was 
only four days earlier, is that correct? ^ 

A That is incorrect. 

Q Tell me the date. 

A Approximately 15 minutes before 1 left the office 

on the date of February 11. 

You are asking me, counsellor, right? 

Q Yes, I am asking you. 

So that you personally knew of no gambling 
activity concerning those premises prior to 15 minutes 
before you arrived on February 11, 1972, is that correct? 

A No. 15 minutes before I left the office. 

0 15 minutes before you left the office on February 


Ci \. 


L 
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11, 1972? 

A Right. 

Q Do you personally know the first day that those | 

premises were placed under surveillance? 

A No, I don't. j 

q now, when Mr. Bugliarelli entered tie premises ^ 

he had not committed any gamblinq violation, did he? , 

A No, sir. | 

Q And even after you searched him you found no 

evidence that he had been engaged in gambling activity, j 

isn't that correct? 

A That is correct. j 

O And after all the events of that day had been 

» * | 

concluded, including your obscenities, Mr. Bugliarelli still ^ 
had not committed any gambling violation, is that correct? 

MR. SCHATTEN: 1 object to some of the phraseoloqv 

Mr. Musoff is using. 

THE COURT: Yes, eliminate that portion. 

Q All right, I will eliminate the obscenities 

that you spoke of — 

MR. SCHATTEN: Your Honor — 

THE COURT: Well, there were obscenities on the 
part of other persons, too. Let's not spend any time on . 

this. i 
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BY MR. MUSOFF: 

(J And after all the events of that day were con¬ 

cluded Mr. Bugliarelli still had not committed any gambling 
violation, isn't that correct? 

A No, sir, that is correct. 

Q That is correct? 

A Yes. 

Q So it is correct to state that during your 

entire assignment for the Public Morals Division from 
November of 1970 right through until February 11, 1972, 
you personally never observed Mr. Bugliarelli engage in any 
gambling activities? 

A That is right. 

Q And your duties took you all over the City of 

New York during that period of time, didn't they? 

A Yes, sir. 

C By the way, what is your present occupation? 

A I am unemployed right now. 

Q Where do you reside? 

A 7701 Starkey Road, Seminole, Florida. 

Q Mr. Bugliarelli isn't the only person who goes 

to Florida — 

THE COURT: The jury is instructed to disregard 
counsel's comment. 
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2 

Q 

How were you first notified that you would be 


3 

called as 

a witness in this case? 


4 1 

A 

By a Federal subpoena. 


5 

Q 

And what did you do after you received that 


6 

subpoena? 



7 

A 

I called the attorney's office upon service 


8 

and asked 

for a month's delay. 


9 

Q 

Did you also speak to a lawyer? 


10 

A 

Yes, I did. 


11 

Q 

For what purpose did you speak to a lawyer? 


12 


MR. SCHATTEN: I will object, your Honor. 

| 

13 


THE COURT: I will allow it. 

| 

14 


You may answer. 

| 

15 


THE WITNESS: May I answer? 

1 

1 

16 


THE COURT: Yes. 

1 

17 

A 

I didn't want to leave my family. 

1 

18 

Q 

In other words, you spoke to the lawyer to try 

1 

19 

to quash 

the subpoena? 

| 

20 

A 

To squash the subpoena? 

1 

1 

21 

Q 

To quash it. 

1 

1 

22 

A 

To get an adjournment. I told the District 

1 

23 

Attorney 

I would be up here if he could give me a month, 


24 

and if he wouldn't give me a month, I wouldn't come. 


25 

Q 

1 

And you engaged an attorney to see whether you 
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fOltV V'lUHl MW YOU* NY 7*1 1.1 

i 

i 


• •> 




A-52 


Ip Blatus-cross 465 

could get a delay? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you engage him also to see whether you 

could not be called at all, if possible? 

A Yes. | 

Q Was that because you had a fear of coming in 

here and testifying? 

I 

A NO. 

I 

Q i ou did not have a fear that perhaps when you , 

received a subpoena you might be a target of a criminal ! 

investigation? 

I 

A No, because it said 1 was a witness in the 

I 

investigation for the U.S. Government. 

Q Did you ever accept an illegal gratuity or bribe | 

I 

while you were a police officer? 

A In my whole 20 years? 

U Yes. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I will object to that question, | 

your Honor. 

THE COURT: I will alllow it. 

MR. MUSOFF: I am waiting for an answer. 

A I don't know if I could answer that without 

the advice of my counsel. 

Q In other words, you are asserting your Fifth 

wmiiinN ubimci cornu reporter*. n> couhihohm 
fouy sytniu new n\ -»i i ■ 
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Amendment right against sel f-incrimination as a basis for 
not replying? 

A No. 1 jui=t want to ask my lawyer before 1 

answer that question. 

o You need a lawyer before you answer the 


question? 

THE COURT: He didn't say he needs a lawyer. 

He said he wants to consult a lawyer. 

Please don't misquote the testimony. 

Q Will you tell us what the term "Sergeant's 

Club" means? 

A "Sergeant's Club" could mean several things. 

One, a Sergeant's Club could mean a social gathering of 
Sergeants, or it could mean a Sergeant's Club for illegal 
activities. 

Q Were you ever a member of the 114th Precinct 

Sergeant's Club for illegal activities, not social purposes? 
A 1 would like to speak to my lawyer before I 


answer that question. 

q what is the Internal Affairs Division of the 

Police Department? 

A It is a division assigned by the Police Depart¬ 

ment to investigate primarily police corruption and police 
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misconduct. 

Q Were you ever the subject of investigation by 

the Internal Affairs Division? 

A I was never notified that I was a subject of an 


investigation. 

0 Did you suspect that you were? 

A Not really. 

Q Now, as Mr. Schatten brought out in his 

direct examination, according to your police records, 
although you had approximately only one year to go for 
regular retirement, you waived the balance of your vacation 
time and you put in your papers and left the Force on 
September 9, 1974, isnt that so? 

A That's correct. 

q And as a result you are now receiving a reduced, 

or w.'.at is known as a vested pension* 

A A vested interest pension, according to our 

Police contract. 

0 And that is a reduced pension? 

A In my case very slightly reduced. 

Q And the reason for your hasty departure trom 
the :-olice Department, was it your involvement in the 

Sergeant's Club? 

A No, sir. 
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Q Was it the fact that Mr. Jajari, the special 

prosecutor of the City of New York, was interested in whether 
or not you had tampered with evidence? 

A I have no 'nowledge of that. 

When you say tampered with evidence — 

Q Tampered with the wire recorder 

A No. I was just told by a District Attorney or 

I 

by somebody since 1 am down here that the case in the 
Bronx concerning this wire was referred to Najari's office, I 
who after investigating it, passed it down to somebody else, | 
who after investigating it referred it to the Internal 
Affairs, who after investigating it presented it, put it I 

I 

to the Local Inspector, who dismissed it. 

0 Well, we will see whether he dismissed it. 

A But at no time — and I say this — at no time 

I 

was 1 ever accused of tampering with that tape. 

i 

q Did you ever tamper with any evidence? 

I 

A NO. 

Q Now on February 11, 1972, you had a recording 

device on your person, isn't that correct? 

! 

A Yes. 

Q Were you in sole control of that device while 

it was on your person? 

A Yes. 
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No one else could have had access to that device 


while you were wearinq it? 

A Nobody. 

Q And when you went to the premises on February 

11, 1972, you never left the premises until you took both 
Vincent Tarallo and Mr. Bugliarelli to your automobile 

that day, is that correct? 

A I said I don't remember leaving the premises. 

Q You don't remember leaving the premises? 

A I don't recall leaving the premises. 

Q But the recording device v/as on your person 

at all times during this period of time, is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Are you now aware that this wire recording and 

that device that you were wearing on February 11 had been 
tampered with to a certain extent? 

A 1 am not aware of that. 

<J Are you now aware that it had been altered in 

seme way? 

A It wasn’t altered by me or anybody that I know 

of, if it was altered. 

Q Didn't the Internal Affairsthe Police 

Department investigate the matter and found that that 
wire had been altered to some degree? 
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A You will have to ask him; I have no knowledqe 

of that. 

Q You have no knowledge? 

A No. 

U What did you do with the original wire recording 

after the events of February 11, 1972, had been concluded? 

A I brought it back to the PMD office and I 

tried to get somebody to make a copy of the wire, because 
there was no place that had facilities to make a copy oi 
this here wire machine, because it is an antiquated machine ! 
and it requires special fittings to attach it into a tape 
recorder. 

Q What did you do with that original wire record¬ 

ing? 

A 1 brought it to the District Attorney's Office 

and had them make a copy for me on their equipment. 

0 llow soon after February 11, 1972? I 

A I don't recall. Maybe a week or maybe the | 

I 

same day, I don't r call when. 

Q Do you recall telling Assistant District Attorney) 

’ jger Milch that you turned it over to Patrolman John the 
following Monday after February 11, 1972? 

A No. I don't- know if 1 turned over the tape | 

or a wirecx a copy; I don't recall. 
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Q At this point you don't recall? 


A No. 


q 1 would like to show you an excerpt of a report 

from the Internal Affairs Division and ask you whether or 
not that refreshes your recollection as to what happened. 


Does it? 


A No. 


q This indicates that you stated to Assistant 

District Attorney Milch — 

MR. SCHATTEN: I object. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

1 think instead of lookinq at papers there you 

ought to listen to the questions. 

q You don't recall saying that to Assistant 

District Attorney Milch? 

A No, not right now, 1 really don't remember. 

q Do you recall that you held on to that oriqinal 

wire recording from February 11, 1972, for approximately 

40 days until March 23, 1972? 

A That tape would be in the PMD office. It 

would be kept in our locker. That was more usual than 
unusual, counsellor,when you worked for headquarters at 
that time. 

(j It was kept under your personal control? 
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A Yes, sir. 

q For approximately 40 days? 

A Well, whatever. 

Q ’Whatever the date is, would you accept March 

23, 1972, as reflected in the police records? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I object, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

A • Well, I can tell you, counsel -- 


io '! 


MR. SCHATTEN: I object. 

1 

n 


, 1 

the WITNESS: Oh, sustained? I am sorry. 

1 

II 

12 1 


THE COURT: Put the question, please. 

13 

DY MR. MUSOFF: 

14 j 

Q 

I say, was that original wire recording in your 

15 

possession 

for approximately 40 days after February 11, ^ 

16 

1972? 

| 

17 |j 

A 

Either mine or the captain’s. ^ 

18 | 

Q 

Did you tamper with that wire recorder? , 

19 | 

A 

j 

Never. I had no purpose at all to tamper with 

20 

that wire, 

and I don’t know of anybody who did, counsellor. 

21 

Q 

is your position still the same with regard 

22 

} to whether 

or not you care to answer about whether or not 

23 

you ever accepted a bribe or an illegal gratuity during 

24 

your period on the Force? 

25 

A 

I accept a lot of bribes in the performance ot 
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my duty. 

0 Illegal, I said. 

A You said illegal gratuity, but you also aid 

bribe. 

Q Illegal gratuity and — 

A I would like to speak to my lawyer. 

Q Before you answer that? 

A Yes, I would. 

Q And you would also like to speak to your lawyer 

bafore you answer as to whether or not you were a member 
of the Sergeant's Club For Illegal Purposes? 

A Yes, I would, counsel. 

MR. MUSOFF: No further questions, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Redirect? 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

q As you testify here today do you have any 

doubt that a portion of the tape or wire recording in which 
Mr. Bug 1iarelli 1 s voice appeared has been tampered with; 
that is, has it been clear to you that there has been 
absolutely no tampering whatever ot the wire recording 
on which Mr. Bugliarel1i's voice appears? 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection. 

THE COURT: Overruled, in the light of your 
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% 


2 

questioning. 


3 

A Mr. Schatten, as far as I know and as far as 


I 

4 1 

1 could testify under oath, I do not know of anyone that 

, 

|| 

5 ii 

tampered with that tape, nor did I tamper with that tape. 


6 1 

q And it is therefore correct, is it not, that 


7 

no portion of any wire recording in which Mr. Bugliarelli 's j 

1 


8 1 

voice appeans has been tampered with, isn't that right? 

i 


9 

A That is correct. 


10 

Q Now, on February 11, 1972, Mr. Bugliarelli told 


11 

you that he was ir. control of the pad that you were at, is 


12 

* 

that correct? 


13 

A lie didn't say he was in control of the pad. 


14 

He didn't use them words. 

| 

13 


1 

16 


1 

17 


t 

1 

1 

18 


1 

19 


1 

20 

1 

1 

! 

21 

1 

1 

22 



23 



24 

j 

! 

25 
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He told you he wanted to sell you the pad. 


though, right? 


He said he wanted to put me on the pad. Would 


I like to go on the pad, yes. 


Q That meant to you that he wanted to give 

you money so that you would allow that gambling operation 
to continue? 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. 

i 

, I 

THE COURT: It’s in evidence. The witness 
testified to that on direct examination. Let's not go over 
it because he questioned him on cross. He's already 
testified to that. You both have the habit of repeating 

matters that are in evidence. 

q I believe Mr. Musoff got into the point about 

the structure of the police force and Iwant to refer you 
to page 7 of the transcript which is in evidence, Government s 

Exhibit 9. 

I 

Mr. Bugliarelli at that point says, "I am a 
cousin. I definitely am a cousin. In other words, the 
division went into the borough headquarters." | 

That statement referred to a recent change in 

the orgmization's structure. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I object to the form 

of the question. 
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2 

3 I 

4 

| 

5 II 

6 1 

7 I 

8 I 

9 

10 
11 
12 


13 l! 


Blatus - redirect 
THE COURT: That is a question he is putting 

to him. 

Q That statement referred to a change in the 

Bronx headquarters that had taken place? 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. That is 

beyond the scope. 

THE COURT: You raised the question with him. 
I will allow him to answer. 

A I can answer? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

A The borough of the Bronx just prior to that 

had been divided into divisions. I don't recall having 


14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


I think it was three divisions. And there was some structural 


change in the divisions where they eliminated — they placed 


them all under one borough command. They eliminated the 
divisions. 

q Mr. Bugliarelli was telling you that he knew 

that; is that correct? 

A Right, that he knew that. 

q Was this information that was being widely 

demonstrated at that time? 

A No, it wasn't. There might have been a press 

release. I can't tell you correctly. I really don't know. 
q And Mr. Bugliarelli in the course of the 
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conversation — 

THE COURT: Now, you are going over matter 
that is before the jury already. I am going to hold 
both counsel to proper questioning on direct and cross. 

q Isn't it a fact that one of the matters for 

which you arrested Mr. Bugliarelli on February 11, 1972, 
was for gambling; isn't that right? 

A The matter I arrested him for was gambling? 

Q Yes. 

A No,I only charged him with bribery. I don't 
recall what the charge was in the precinct. 

Q Didn't you tell the desk officer that you 

have two for gambling? 

A Yes. We had two for gambling. Well, when 

Mr. Bugliarelli approached me in front of the stationhouse 
and expressed a desire to just get locked up for policy and 
to give me -- for somebody to call up and get the okay 
for him, my concern then switched to police corruption. } 

Q In other words, you wanted to find out who 

Mr. Bugliarelli was paying off so you could find out who 
the corrupt policeman was that Mr. Bugliarelli was corrupting? 

i 

A Right. I 

q Would you explain your answer? 

A If I went to the stationhouse, I would just say . 


t 


:xx 
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Blatus - redirect/recross 


two for gambling, not to let the desk officer or anybody 
else know before I could call my boss, to see what he could 
say about it. This was considered an important matter. 

Q I understand. 

A If I had walked in and said —- should I continue? 


— two for gambling and two for bribery, then 
Bugliarelli's attempts to have me throw the bribery out 
would have been killed at that time. I would have ended 


everything. 


q So whereas in fact you had arrested him for 

bribery, you advised the sargeant at the desk that he was 
under arrest for gambling; is that correct? 


Q And this was in an effort to discovery the 

people who Mr. Bugliarelli was paying off previously when 
he told you he vas paying off at the rate of $125 a month; 
isn't that right? 

A Yes, sir. 

MR.SCHATTEN: No further questions. 

I 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MUSOFF: 

Q Isn't it a fact, Mr. Blatus, that Mr. Bugliarelli 

didn't name any names of anyone that he allegedly paid off? 
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. 

A 

Nobody. He didn't ncjne anybody. 

3 

Q 

He didn't name anyone? 

H 

4 

A 

No, sir. 

5 

Q 

Did anybody from that precinct, any of the 

6 l| 

police officers, approach him in recognition of him? 

7 

A 

Not that 1 recall. No. Nobody called him, 

« 1 

0 1 

"Hello, Joe." 

9 1 


Is that what you mean? 

io J 

Q 

Right. 

A I 

A 

No. 

i! 

12 

Q 

Nobody approached him or appeared to 

13 ; 

recognize 

him? 

14 || 

A 

No, sir. 

15 

Q 

Did anybody approach you, any police officer 

16 |j 

approach 

you and attempt to intercede on Mr. Bugliarelli's 

17 i 

behalf? 


| 

18 | 

A 

If they did it would have been on the tape. 

19 

Q 

So nobody did? 

20 

1 A 

Nobody did. 

21 

Q 

By the way, did you make misleading statements 


22 to Assistant District Attorney Milch in the prosecution 

23 || of Mr. Bugliarelli for that bribery arrest? 

24 j A Dot intentionally. You have to tell me what 

25 statements you are talking about. 

|| 
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2 

q I have a report from the Police Department 


3 1 

that indicates just 


4 

MR. SCHATTEN: I object. 


5 ■ 

THE COURT: Sustained. You are not getting 


6 i 

that into evidence that way, counsel. You know better 


7 

than that. Please. 

t 

1 

8 1 

MR. MUSOFF: I'm sorry, your Honor. 

I 

9 

THE COURT: Put the questions to the witness. 

! 

1° j 

He has been interrogated, he is giving the evidence. He 

i 

» 

1 

11 

is under oath. 

i 

* 

i 

12 

q To the best of your recollection, do you 

• 

13 

recall makinq any misleading statements to Assistant 


14 

District Attorney Robert Milch regarding the circumstances 

I 

15 

of Mr. Bugliarelli's arrest? 

1 

i 

16 

A The circumstances of his arrest? 

i 

17 | 

q Or anything to do with that bribery case. 

i 

18 

A I iried to testify with Mr. Milch in the Bronx 


19 

to the best of my ability, without making any misleading 


20 

. 

statements. 

1 

21 

q And there is no doubt in your mind that the 

i 

i 

22 

case was a bribery case, not a gambling case? 

II 

! 

i 

23 

A For Bugliarelli was a bribery case. 

i 

i 

1 

24 

Q Mr. Bugliarelli. 

1 

25 

MR. MUSOFF: No further questions, your Honor. 

i 

i 


I 
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Blatus - redirect 

THE COURT: What are you going to continue 


481 


now? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I'm just going to ask him about 
what Mr. Bugliarelli said when he told him that he wasn't 

going to tell about other people. 

I think Mr. Musoff has created something of 

a misleading impression and I would like to square it 
away . 

THE COURT: Put a question that is related 
directly to the subject matter of recross examination. 
Both of you are going to keep within limits here. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BV MR. SCHATTEN: 

q When you inquired of Mr. Bugliarelli, when 

you asked of Mr. Bugliarelli, the policemen that he knows 

didn't he — 

MR. MUSOFF: Excuse me, your Honor. I can t 

see the witness with Mr. Schatten standing there. 

q When you asked about Mr. Bugliarelli to find 

out about the policemen whom he was paying off and the 
policemen he wanted you to contact, to inquire about him 
didn't he tell you "I ain't going to open up on nobody, 
I'm no (explicative deleted) stool pigeon"? 

A Yes, that's what he said. 
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q And he asked you to inquire of your men in 

order to try to get you to try to drop his bribery arrest 
and arrest him for gambling; isn't that right? 

A Yes, he just wanted to be arrested for policy. 

q He said, "If you made inquiries," he said, 

"a lot of good people will talk to you, they will tell you 

about me." 

Didn't he say that? 

A Yes, sir. 

MR. SCHATTEN: No further questions. 

THE COURT: All right. The witness may step 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 


down. 

(Witness excused) 

THE COURT: Please call the next witness. 

MR. SCHATTEN: The government calls Mr. William 

John. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, before that witness 

is sworn, may I approach the bench? 

THE COURT: Can't we get the witness sworn 

and move along? 

MR. MUSOFF: I have a problem. I have issued 


23 


24 l| 

25 i 


a subpoena. 

THE COURT: If you have a problem, come up. 
(At the side bar) 
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MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I caused a subpoena 
to be issued upon the Assistant Attorney Rogert Milch. 

My process server is up there now with the subpoena, 
and we are informed by telephone that the Assistant 
District Attorney refuses to honor that subpoena. 

I respectfully request that a warrant be 
issued and that he be compelled to appear this afternoon 
at 2:00 p.m., which is the return date on the subpoena. 

THE COURT: If you submit an affidavit of 
service to show that you complied with the rules and gave 
the witness proper notice, tendered him his fees, I will ict 
upon the application then. You didn't apply to the Court 
for the subpoena. 

MR. MUSOFF: I got it from the court clerk. 

THE COURT: Are you entitled to issue a forthwith 

subpoena from the clerk of the court? 

MR. MUSOFF: I'm sorry, Judge. I should have 

donedone that. 

THE COURT: You draw up a proper affidavit and 
comply with the rules. 

MR. SCIIATTEN: I should state for the record 
that I was served with a similar forthwith subpoena. 

THE COURT: I am going to tell you now 

we are not going to try a case within a case. That is 
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14 
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15 


17 

18 j 


19 
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dhjw 10 

apart from any question of the admissibility of the 
evidence. You make a proper application. There is a proper 
way to serve a subpoena. You don't issue forthwith subpoenas 
on your own. 

MR. MUSOFF: May I please apply for one now? 

THE COURT: No, you have to give me an 
affidavit setting forth the material of the witness' 
testimony. I am not issuing forthwith subpoenas on simple 
requests that way. 

There is abuse of that process here.- 
When I say "here," I am not talking directly of this case, 
generally. The custom has come into vogue. Where people 
issue forthwith subpoenas they pay no attention to the 
rules and without regard to the convenience of the parties 
affected, and in utter disregard as to whether or 
not the testimony of the witness is material or relevant. 

VJe will prcceed with the case. 

MR. MUSOFF: Judgt may I just add one thing? 

THE COURT: You are not going to argue any more. 
Stop it. Now, you are interrupting the trial. 


22 


MR. MUSOFF: I'm sorry. 


23 i ; 


24 


i: 


25 




(In open court) 

THE COURT: Where is your next witness? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I understand he's on his way. 
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THE COURT: What is this? He's on is way. 

I have insisted that the witnesses be here on time. You 
were late this morning. I indicated to you that there is 
a time factor in this case and there is no reason why the 

witnesses aren't here. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I'm going to have Mr. Dick 

quickly bring him here, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you have another witness? 

MR. SCHATTEN: Your Honor, I have two more 
witnesses, both of whom enroute and I would think that 

they would be here within 

THE COURT: I don't know why you fix these 

times to serve the witness' convenience. It is the 
convenience of the jury and the Court. And the 
expeditious progress of the trial that counts. 

We will take a short recess, members of the 

jury. 

(Recess) 

(Jury absent) 

MR. SCHATTEN: Let the record reflect that out 
of the presence of the jury I am turning over to Mr. Musoff 
3538-A, which is the grand jury testimony of Morton Dick. 

The record should further reflect that I have 
previously turned over to Mr. Musoff the charts, that were 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS US COURIM..USI 
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2 prepared by Mr. Gene Moran. 

3 The record should further reflect that right 

4 before Mr. Mannherz was called as a witness I turned over 

5 to Mr. Musoff a copy of a financial report of Mr. Mannherz 



that pertained to Schweickart & Company. 

The record should reflect that in the presence 
of Mr. Musoff I'm turning over 3580 which are handwritten 

notes of Mr. Moran for the year 1970. 

3581, handwritten notes of Mr. Moran for the 

year 1971. 

(Jury present) 

MR. SCHATTEN: The government calls Mr. William 

John, your Honor. 


16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 
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16 


WILLIAM JOHN, called as a witness on 

behalf of the government, beinq first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

q What is your position, Mr. John? 

A i am a Police Officer, Police Department, City 

of New York. 

c MOW long have you been with the city of New 

\ 

York Police Department? 

A Six years. 

q I want to direct your attertion to February 11, 

1972. Did you have occasion to visit the premises of 2^ 

East 151st Street? 

A Yes, I did. 

q On that occasion did you accompany Sergeant 

Blatus and two other police officers? 

A Yes, I did. 

q And at that particular time did you have 

occasion to see Vincent Tarallo at the premises of 255 

East 151st Street? 

A Y»s. 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor — well, I 
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Ip2 John-direct 

will withdraw it. 

Q What else did you find in the premises? 

A I found contraband for which we effected an 

arrest. 

Q That is gambling records, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And Mr. Tarallo was placed under arrest 

gambling materials,is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Subsequent to Mr. Tarallo's arrest did Mr. 

Joseph Bugliarelli come in to the premises? 

A Yes, he did. 

Q Do you see Mr. Bugliarelli in court? 

A Yes. 

Q Will you point him out to the Court and jury? 

MR. MUSOFF: Identification is conceded, your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

Q Now, there came a time in the course of that 

meeting on February 11, 1972, when Mr. Bugliarelli gave 
Sergeant Blatus $200 to drop the arrest of Mr. Bugliarelli 
and to take back certain gamblin?records, isn’t that correct? 
A Yes. 


25 


MR. MUSOFF: Objection,your Honor. 





A-76 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 


II 


12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 
U 
25 


Ip John-direct 489 

THE COURT: You are leading the witness. 

Objection sustained. 

Q Did there come a time — 

MR. MUSOFF: And may I also, your Honor, note 

for the record in addition to that that I object to the 
entire subject matter as being irrelevant to this income 
tax evasion. 

THE COURT: I hold that it is relevant and it is 
being received, as I instructed the jury yesterday, for the 

very limited purpose to permit the government to establish 

' 

a source of income and not to consider any aspect of the 
legality or illegality of the activity referred to. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q Did there come a time in the course of February 

11, 1972, when Mr. Bugliarelli was arrested? 

A Yes. 

Q For what was he arrested? 

A Bribery. 

Q That was because he gave $200 to Sergeant Blatus 

to drop the arrest of Mr. Tarallo and to obtain certain 
gambling records back, is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Now, there came a time when Mr. Bugliarelli was 

taken to the station house, is that correct? 

A Yes. 
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2 

Q Now, during the course of February 11, 1972, 

3 

Sergeam. Blatus was wearing a wire recorder, is that correct? 

4 1 

A Yes, it is. 

5 i : 

| 

Q And you have subsequently listened to the wire 

e 1 

6 

redording, is that correct? 

7 

A I have. 

8 

Q In fact, you listened to it very shortly after 

9 

February 11, 1972, is that correct? 

| 

10 

A Yes, I did. j 

11 

Q Ana was that wire recording an actual recording 

y 

12 

of the events that took place at the premises of 255 East 

13 

153rd Street, Bronx, New York, on February 11, 1972, when 

14 

Mr Buqliarelli was there and Mr. Tarallo was there? 

15 

A Yes, it is. 

16 

Q Now, you prepared the transcript, did you not. 

17 

that is in evidence here as Government's Exhibit 9, I believe 

18 

j it is? 

19 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, the transcript is not 

20 

in evidence. It is an aide memoir to the jury. 

21 

THE COURT: It is in evidence as an aide memoir. 

22 

MR. MUSOFF: Okay. 

23 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

24 

i 

Q You prepared that transcript, is that correct? 

25 

A 1 did. 


A 


1 did. 
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Q And to the be 3 t of your knowledqe did that 

accurately reflect the events that occurred with respect 
to which the transcript relates? 

A Yes. 

Q And it reflected accurately, does it not, the 

conversation on the tape and the conversation with Mr. 
Bugliarelli that took place on February 11, 1072, is that 

correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I have no further questions. 

y 

THE WITNESS: Counsellor, I believe you said 
1072. I think it is 1971. 

0 February 11, 1072. 

Let me show you a transcript and ask you if 
that refreshes your recollection? 

A I am sorry. 

Q Tt is February 11, 1972, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

MR. SCHATTEN: 1 have no further questions. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MUSOFF: 

0 Officer John, isn’t it a fact that you never 

observed Mr. Bugliarelli engage in any gambling activity 
whatsoever during the years 1970 and 19/1? 


t 
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2 A That is correct. 

3 j q ^ isn't it true that you never observed Mr. 

4 Bugliarelli engage in gambling activities on February 11, 

5 1972? That was the day of the raid. 

That is correct. 

And the same thing holds true for any period of 

time in 1972, isn't that so? 

A Yes, sir. 

0 In fact, the earliest time that gambling 







22 ,| 

I 

23 

24 | 

25 11 


activity at ,255 East 153rd Street — that is the premises 
that was raided -- was observed was on February 7, 1972, 
when you made out the affidavit for the search warrant of 

those premises; isn't that correct? 

A There had been activity observed previously, sir,! 

but the first time I had initiated the investigations was 

on February 7. 

Q What is the earliest known time that you are 

aware of that gambling activity was observed on the 

premises? 

A I believe it was about a week prior -- a week 

or two weeks prior to the arrest. 

Q A week or two weeks prior to the arrest.' 

A Yes. 

0 And that was Vincent Tarallo's gambling activitiei. 

">/• I 
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2 

and not the 

gambling activities on the part of Mr. Bug- 

3 1 

liarelli, is 

that right? 

4 1 


MR. SCI1ATTEN: I object to that. That calls 

5 II 

1 

for a conclusion of the witness. 

6 • 

1 


1 

THE COURT: He may answer if he knows. 

7 

A 

I believe so. 

8 

Q 

You believe so? 

9 

A 

Yes. 

10 

j 

Q 

Now, on February 11, 1972, the day of the raid, j 

| 

11 

you weren't 

wearing a recording device? 

\ 

12 

A 

No, sir. 

13 

Q 

Only Mr. Hiatus was wearing one, 

14 

A 

That is right. 

15 

II Q 

1 

And that was on his person? 

16 

A 

That is correct. 

17 

Q 

And he was in sole control of that, isn't that 

18 

so? 

. 

19 

I 

Yes, sir. 

20 

Q 

Isn't it a fact that when Mr. Blatus was talking j 

21 

i 

to Mr. Bugliarelli you were out of earshot? 

1 

22 

A 

I heard portions of the conversation. I was 

23 

I not out of 

earshot at the time. 

24 

Q 

Were the portions that you heard extremely minor? 

25 

I 

MR. SCHATTEN: 1 object. 
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THE COURT: Extremely what> 

MR. MUSOFF: Minor. 

THE COURT: I don't know what that means. 

Maybe the witness does. 

o Do you know what I mean by that? 

A I believe so. I did hear portions which I 

don't consider to be minor. 

Q Now, what I meant — 

MR. SCIIATTEN: I object. Ho got an answer. 

THE COURT: You asked the witness if he knows 
that you mean. 

Q In other words, most of the time that Mr. Bug- 

Iiarelli was speaking to Mr. Blatus you were without ear¬ 
shot; would that be a fair statement? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I don't understand the question. 

Q For the period of time, for most of the period of 
time that Mr. Blatus was engaged in conversation with Mr. 
Bugliarelli, were you within earshot or out of earshot? 

A I would say out of earshot for most of the con¬ 
versation. 

Q So that while you were on the premises you 

couldn't hear most of the actual conversation that was 
taking place between Mr. Bugliarelli and Mr. Blatus, is 
that true? 
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2 

A 

That is correct. 

3 

Q 

Now, after the events of February 11, 1972, 

• 

| 

4 

ended, who 

* 

had possession of the original wire recording? 

5 

A 

Sergeant Hiatus. 

6 | 

Q 

And when did you receive the original 

, 1 

1 

recording 

from him? Approximately how long after February 

8 

il? 


9 l 

A 

It was on or about March 23, which is the date 

.0 i 

I brought 

it to the Manhattan Property Clerk's Office. 

11 

ti 

To your knowledge, was Mr. Blatus violating 

12 

police procedures by regaining that original recording in 

13 

his possession for that length of time? 

14 


MR. SCHATTEN: Objection. 

15 


THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

16 

Q 

In fact, you had a discussion with Assistant 

17 

District 

Attorney Milch concerning this, didn't you? 

18 

A 

Yes, 1 did. 

19 

Q 

And didn’t Mr. Milch tell you that -- 

20 


MR. SCHATTEN: Objection, your Honor. 

21 


THE COURT: Make an offer of proof at the bench, 1 

22 

please. 


23 


(At the bench.) 

24 


MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, Mr. Blatus was a witness 

25 

| an j testified, and I am entitled to show bad character 

1 
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and impeach him as a witness. I have in my possession an 
excerpt of a police record which your Honor turned over to 
me late yesterday afternoon stating — 

I 

THE COURT: This witness has not testified to 

the character of Mr. Hiatus. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, he will show that 

Sergeant Blatus lied -- 

THE COURT: Who will show? 

MR. MUSOFF: This witness. 

THE COURT: Well, question him about it. 


Question the witness. 

MR. MUSOFF: I am setting a background for it. 

THE COURT: You will question him as to what his 
testimony is and the jury will decide who is telling the 
truth, not what somebody else says. 

MR. MUSOFF: Well, the Assistant — 

THE COURT: Don't argue any more. The Assistan 

District Attorney wasn't there. 

Will you please examine this witness according 

to the rules. 

Will you go and continue with your cross- 

examination? 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes, your Honor. 1 apologize if 


25 


I 
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THE COURT: Don't apoloqize. Just conduct the 

examination. 

(End of bench discussion.) 

BY MR. MUSOFF: 

q Did Mr.Blatus inform Assistant District Attorney 

Milch — 

MR. SCHATTEN: Objection. 

Q — that he had turned over the original — 

MR. SCHATTEN: Objection. 

MR. MUSOFF: Could I finish the question? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I think the question is — 

THE COURT: Let him finish the question. 

Both of you are really prolonging this trial 
unnecessarily. 

Please follow the rules. 

BY MR. MUSOFF: 

0 Did there come a time. Officer John, when Mr. 

Blatus told Assistant District Attorney Milch that he had 
turned the original recording over to you on the Monday 
following the raid on February 11, 1972? 

MR. SCHATTEN: Objection. 

THE COURT: Read the question. 

(Question read.) 

THE COURT: If he was present. 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS US COURTHOUSE 
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Were you present? 

MR. WITNESS: No, sir. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

Now, please, there is somethinq going on at 
defense counsel table that results in an interruption of 
this trial and interferes with the questioning. There 
have been any number of incidents that account for the 
delay that is going on, and it is going to stop. I say 
that both with respect to the prosecution and the defense. 

Put your next question, please, and do it within 


the rules. 


BY MR. MUSOFF: 

q Are you now aware that the original wire record¬ 

ing has been tampered with or altered to some extent? 

A That information was related to me by the 

Assistant District Attorney, allegations to the same effect. 

f 

q By Roger Milch? 


MR. SCHATTEN: I object and move to strike it. 

THE COURT: I think you ought to make your 

ob]ection before the witness answers. 


BY THE COURT: 


Do you know that of your own knowledge? 


A No, sir. 
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THE COURT: The objection is sustained ar.d the 


answer is stricken. 


MR. MUSOFF: No further questions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

q What is the earliest date that that gambling 

operation that you have testified about was in existence? 

MR. MUSOFF: That has been asked and answered. 


your Honor. 


MR. SCHATTEN: It was gone into on cross- 


examination. I am allowed to explore it. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

A Meaning myself? 

q Based on whatever information has come to you? 

A 1 would say approximately two weeks, a week, 

two weeks before the investigation was made. 

Q I am talking about the gambling operation in 


general. 


MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I object to the form 


of that question: "I am talking about the gambling 

operation in general." I don't understand that. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

Q Based on your information that has come to you 

as a police officer, what is the earliest that the gambling 
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operation which on the particular day in question was 
being conducted at 255 East 151st Street was in operation? 

MR.MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

MR. MUSOFF: Is he trying to substitute — 

THE COURT: I sustained the objection. 

MR. .-iUSOFF: I am sorry. 

q To your personal knowledge of the case, you 

testified you learned in two weeks you were not doing 
surveillance prior to the two weeks before you made the 
arrest of Mr. Bugliarelli, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q And for all you know it may have been going on 

for some time — 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 
q To your knowledge, other police officers -- 

THE COURT: You withdraw the question. 

Put the next question, please. 

Q You had occasion, did you not, to play the tape 

recording, isn't that correct, on several occasions, I 
believe, the original? 

A Yes, I did. 

g Did you recognize the voices that were spoken 
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when you prepared the transcript? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And based on your recognition of the voices 

did you recognize that the transcript and the tape accurate¬ 
ly reflect the conversation in which Mr. Bugliarelli was 
involved? 

A Yes. 

g And isn’t it also the fact that to your know¬ 

ledge there has never been any accusation whatsoever to the 
effect that a portion of the tape recording in which Mr. 
Bugliarel 1 i' s voice appears has ever been tampered v/ith? 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. 

THE COURT: I will allow it. 

A You are referring to the portion now when Mr. 

Bugliarelli -- 

O That is right, from the point he said, "Jesus 

Christ" on the tape, from then on forward when he first 
enters the premises, have you ever heard any allegation 
of any kind that that has been tampered with from then on? 

A No, sir. 


MR. SCHATTEN: No further questions. 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MUSOFF: 

Q During the course of time, Officer John, that 
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you played the wire recording did you notice or were you 
able to hear a siren and street noises while Mr. Blatus 
was supposed to be on the premises of 255 Fast 151st 

Street? 

Do you seem to recall that? 

A On the tape recording itself, yes, I do. 

q Was that an unusual occurrence since he was 

supposed to have been indoors when those sounds occur? I 

MU. SCHATTEN: I will object to the question. | 

THE COURT: Overruled. | 

A I didn't believe so when I heard it because j 

of the structure of the building. in other words, there | 
was not a door to the premises and it didn't seem unusual | 

to me at the time that had a siren been close by the sound | 

could have echoed down the hallway. 

q But after playing the recording a number or | 

times and not noticing any street noises during any other ( 

portion of the tape, would you now say it was an unusual , 

occurrence to have it just on that one spot? | 

A I would say due to the fact that there was an | 

open doorway and several windows in the apartment, I wouldn'tj 
say it was unnecessary. I would say there was a possi- j 
bility that the recorder itself could have been closer 
to the street at certain times than at others. j 
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Q If that were true wouldn't the street noises 


have occurred on more than one portion of the tape? 


4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


isn't it? 


Moran. 


MR. SCHATTEN: I object to that, your Honor. 

THE COURT: That is arguinq with the witness, 

Next question, please. 

MR. MUSOFF: No further questions. 

THE COURT: The witness may step down. 

(Witness excused.) 

THE COURT: Call the next witness. 

MR. SCHATTEN: The government calls Mr. Eugene 
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the man who cheated you out of 553,000; i, that your 

testimony? 

A I did it for me. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I have no further questions 
THE COURT: The witness is excused. 

(Witness excused) 

THE COURT: Please call the next witness. 


♦>r>& 


9 ji 


MR. MUSOFF: The 

defendant calls Mr. Roger 

1 

10 l| 

Milch to the 

stand. 


| 

11 

ROGER 

MILCH, 

called as a witness. 

12 

being 

first duly sworn. 

testified as follows: 

13 i 

direct EXAMINATION 


14 | 

BY MR. MUSOFF: 


15 


MR. MUSOFF: May 

I proceed, your Honor? 

16 


THE COURT: Please. 

17 ! 

Q 

Mr. Milch, would 

you please state your 

18 

occupation. 



19 

A 

I'm an Assistant 

District Attorney in Bronx 

20 

County. 



21 

Q 

Do you know Mr. 

James Blatus? 

22 

A 

I knew Mr. James 

Blatus. 


Q The James Blatus you knew, was he a sargeant 

with the New York City Police Department? 

A That is correct. 
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Q Did you meet Mr. Blatus in connection with 

a case involving Joseph Bugliarelli? 

A Yes, I did, when I prepared it for trial. 

Q Did that case arise out of a raid which took 
place on February 11, 1972, where Mr. Blatus wore a 
reporting device on his person? 

A It took place out of the execution of the 
search warrant by an officer by the name of Patrolman John. 

Mr. — Sargeant Blatus was supervising 
sargeant and was wearing a miniphone recorder. 

Q Did there come a time when you asked Mr. 

Blatus what he had done with the original wire recording? 

A Yes, I believe that was sometime in 1973. 

Q Would you describe the circumstances? 

A Yes, there had been a preliminary hearing 

in the case, a motion to suppress, and certain other 
matters. The case for hearing was sometime, I believe, 
in the month of June of 1973 and the commencement of the 
trial was put over until the September term in the Bronx 
Superme Court. 

Sometime thereafter the original wire recorder 
in this matter was requested. I called Sargeant Blatus 
in and we discussed it and I believe, to the best of my 
recollection, I had two discussions with him about it. 
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One in what is known as the wire room in the Bronx District 
Attorney's Office where we keep our tape recording equip¬ 
ment, and another one later on that day in my office. 

My recollection is he said he assumed that 
he gave it to Patrolman John on the Monday following 

the execution of this search warrant, because that is 

% 

what he would have been required to do with it. 


25 
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Q And what did Officer John say in regard to that? 

A Officer John was interviewed at some different 

time. To his recollection Sergeant Blatus did not give 
him the original. Several weeks after the arrest he was 
handed a tape. The original was a wire, a Miniphone, 

which is an outmoded form of equipment. 

Patrolman John, to the best of my recollection, 
said that several weeks later he was handed a tape of the 
conversation and asked" to transcribe it. 

Q Did you later determine that Sergeant Blatus 

had retained the original wire recording until March 23, 


1972? 


A No, I did not make such a determinatin. 

One of the problems in this matter was the 
inability to make a determination as to who had custody of 
the original. 


THE COURT: You only knew what you were told? 

THE WITNESS: That's correct. 

Q Mr. Milch, are you familiar with arrest records 

maintained by the New York City Police Department? 

A Yes, I am generally familiar with them. 

Q Are j ou aompetent to tell whether or not a particulj 

ar is an authentic record if you look kt the form? 

A I can look at the form. Weather I can tell 
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you that it is an authentic record or not, I don't know, 

I am not a police officer. I am familiar with most police 
records. 

MR. MUSOFF: Will you mark this as Defendant's 

Exhibit I. 

(Defendant's Exhibit I marked for 

i 

identification.) 

Q I now show you Defendant's Exhibit I for I 

identification. Will you look this over and tell the 

Court what it is? I 

MR. SCHATTEN: Can I have an offer of proof at ! 
the side bar once again? I 

THE COURT: Yes. | 

(At the bench.) I 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I subpoenaed this 
arrest record of Frank Bugliarelli. It was delivered by 
a New York City Police Officer to your clerk while I was 
out of the courtroom. The clerk will verify that he receive^ 
it from a New York City Police Officer, and under Rule 803 
I believe any public record that is kept in the ordinary 
course of business is admissible. 

» 

And my offer of proof to corroborate Ann 
Bugliarelli's testimony,it shows an arrest as late as 
December 6, 1968, he was arrested for gambling, and this . 
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was during a period of time Mr. Schatten is trying to tell 
the jury he was bedridden and couldn.'t get around. 

THE COURT: He didn't say he was bedridden. 

You are exaggerating as much as you claim he exaggerates. 
That wasn't his statement at all or his questioning of 


the witness. 


It is late in the day and I guess you are both 


getting tired. 


In any event, let's move on with this. 

MR. MUSOFF: May this be admitted in evidence? 
MR. SCHATTEN: Just so the Court is aware, I 


would like to put in — 


THE COURT: You objected very strenuously when 
the question was asked of the last witness if she knew 
whether the defendant had been arrested, and I sustained 
your objection. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, they stand on two 
different footings. In no way could you ever compare 
a defendant with a third party witness. The rights of a 

defendant go far beyond this. 

THE COURT: Listen, we are getting into a long 

Jjfoiscussion. You are both very argumentative. 

The witness has testified that her husband had 
been arrested and that he was a big gambler, I think was 
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MR. MUSOFF: Yes. 

May this be introduced, your Honor, just for 
that limited purpose? 

THE COURT: Suppose we take the one arrest in 


1968 — 

MR. MUSOFF: Fine. 

Could I read that into the record? 

THE COURTSLet's not spend time on it. 

It is stipulated that if a police officer were 


called he would testify that there is an original record ( 

I 

showing that — 

MR. SCHATTEN: Just so the record is clear, 

I would like — 

THE COURT: Must you interrupt me? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I am sorry, I apologize. 

i 

THE COURT: I withdraw my remarks. 

I 

MR. SCHATTEN: I am sorry, I apologize to the 

Court. 

I 

THE COURT: Say whatever you want to say. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I am sorry. 

I would, just for the record, like to be able 
to offer the two 1969 arrests of Joseph Bugliarelli. Other- j 
wise 1 would submit that we are really giving the jury a 
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very false impression. If this evidence that Mr. Musoff 
says is probative, as the Court indicated, I would submit 
mine is equally probative. 

THE COURT: All right, the objection is sus¬ 
tained . 

MR. MUSOFF: May I read this? 

THE COURT: No. He objects. You have the 
evidence from the last witness. 

(End of belhch discussion.) 

MR. MUSOFF: I have no further questions. 

THE COURT: Do you have any questions of this 

wi tness? 

MR. SCHATTEN: Yes. 

THE COURT: This will be strict cross- 
examination, limited to the subject matter of the direct 
examination. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 1 

Q I believe you beqan your testimony by telling 
the Court and jury about the case of the People of the State 
of New York against Joseph Bugliarelli and Vincent Tarallo, | 
is that correct? 

A I don't believe I really told anything about the 

facts in the case. 
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Q But certain legal proceedings that went on, 

is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Did there come a time when you had occasion 

to be present at the taking of the guilty plea by Mr. 
Bugliarelli that day? 

MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. 

THE COURT: The objection is sustained and 
the jury is instructed‘to disregard it. I 

I told the jury the other day when the evidence 1 
came in that we are not concerned with any alleged illegal 
activity of the defendant in gambling, whether it is a vio- ( 
lation of the State or Federal laws, nor were we concerned 
with whether or not bribery took place on the day in question| 
The evidence was limited solely and only for the purpose of 
permitting the government to establish a source of income, 
as the government alleges, from alleged gambling accivities, | 
and I sustain the objection. We are not trying that case | 

here. We are tryinj an income tax evasion case, and the ! 

issues are going to be confined to that. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: j 

I 

Q Did there come a time when you were present at a 

I 

legal proceeding at which Mr. Bugliarelli admitted -- 
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MR. MUSOFF: Objection, your Honor. 

May I approach the bench, on this before some¬ 
thing else comes out? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

(At the bench.) 

MR. SCHATTEN: Your Honor, there have been 

various — 

THE COURT: What is the offer of proof? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I would like to offer just so 
much of the guilty plea as constitutes an admission by 
Joseph Bugliarelli to the facts as set forth by Mr. Milch, 
ar.d an admission to the fact that he did pay the $J0Ci i" it 
on the date in question. I don't want to have any im¬ 
pression here that these events didn't occur, and since 
Sergeant Hiatus's testimony has allegedly been attempted 
to be contradicted, I think in fairness we cught to be 
able to put in this. 

And the Court, in fact, previously had said 
after I put Sergeant Blatus on the witness stand, I could 
offer so much of the transcript pertaining to it. 

All I would like to offer is simply theportion 
that Mr. Milch read setting forth the facts in brief detail 
and the voir dire of Mr. Bugliarelli. 

After I read from Assistant District Attorney 
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Milch's statement of the case I wourd like to go further 
and say, where the Court says: "To what extent did 


altering" — 


THE COURT: I am not going to go into that. 
MR. MUSOFF: That is way beyond my direct 


examination. 


THE COURT: He may be entitled to part of it 


for a limited purpose. 


I think we better go inside. 

Members of the jury, you might remain where you 


/ 


(In the robing room.) 

MR. SCHATTEN: I would merely like to offer the 
portion of the plea where Mr. Milch sets forth the state¬ 
ment of facts, and then simply to offer: 

"Did you, in fact, give the police some $200 
m trying to work out a deal whereby they would drop the 
charges against Mr. Tarallo in this gambling operation? 

And Mr. Bugliarelli says yes. 

And then the Court noes on to say: "You 
either did it or you didn't do it. If you didn't do it, 

I worft accept the plea. Did you do it? 

"DEFENDANT BUGLIARELLI: Yes." 

I won't go into the rest. That is all I would 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS. U S COURTMT.'sP 


Z7 




I 


A-102 


Milch- cross 


offer. 


MU. MUSOFF: I object, your Honor. Again, 
this is highly prejudicial. We are not trying a bribery 


case. 


THE COURT: But why isn't this admissible to 

show, if the government contends, that he had an interest 

in a gambling operation? 

MR. MUSOFF: But if he had the interest, the 

evidenceshows he had it for 

THE COURT: Now you are arguing a different 

matter. You keep on going back to that. 

I will allow it for that very limited purpose, 
as I did the original tape, particularly in the light of 
your contention by your questioning that the tape was 
tampered with, the suggestion that the tape should be 

rejected entirely. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Thank you. 

MR. MUSOFF: Just one other point while we are 
here, your Honor: 

I feel very strongly about that December, 

1960, arrest of Frank Bugliarelli. It is a fact, it s not 
in dispute. Mr. Schatten has a duplicate of that record, 
and I think that in the search for truth an undisputed 
j fact should be put before the jury, and I think this is 
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2 

especially important because the thrust of Mr. Schatten's 


3 

cross-examination of Mrs. Bugliarelli is that he was an 

' ! 


4 

extremely ill man after that 1967 operation and could hardly 


5 

get around. 


6 

THE COURT: Well, are you going to claim that ( 1 

7 

he wasn't a gambler? 


8 

MR. SCHATTEN: Well — 


9 

THE COURT: All right, I will give him the 


10 

benefit of the doubt t Let it go in, and don't make any 

1 j 

n | 

application for the defendant's arrest record. I am not 

12 

going to allow it in. I struck it from the tape recording 

13 

and you are not going to get it in another way. 

14 

J 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you. 

15 

May I read that in after his statement? 

16 

THE COURT: Yes, for the very limited purpose, 

17 

and don't spread yourself out on that hearing either. 

18 

MR. MUSOFF: And you will give that cautionary 

19 

instruction? 

20 

THE COURT: Yes. 

21 

(End of robing room discussion.) 

22 

(In the courtroom.) 

23 

THE COURT: Now, members of the jury, you will 1 

24 

recall yesterday when I permitted in evidence a tape recordin 

q l 

• 

25 

which had a reference to the alleged bribe offer by the 

,_ 
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defendant to the police officers, and the statement that 
was made with respect to it,and also with reference to the 
suggestion that the police officers book him only on the 
policy or gambling charge and not on the bribery charge, 

I instructed you then that it was being received, again, 
for the very limited purpose to show -- and whatever 
inference may be drawn from it is, of course, entirely up 
to you — that the defendant by his acts and conduct had 
an interest in a gambling establishment, taking that into 
account with the statement that was made, if it appears that 
you so accept it, that he was paying $125 a month on a pad. 

I think that was the expression. 

Now, this evidence that is about to be received 
is limited to that very purpose, only to show relationship, 
if at all, with respect to gambling activity as a possible 

source of income. 

BY MR. SCHATTEN: 

Q Government’s Exhibit 10 for identification, 

Mr. Milch, is a transcript of a proceeding at which you 
were present, is that correct? 

A Yes, I was present. 

0 And that is a correct account of those pro¬ 

ceedings, is that correct? 

A Let me read it and I will tell you, to the best 
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2 

of my recollection. I haven't seen it before. j 1 

3 1 

Yes, these are the minutes. 1 

4 

MR. SCHATTEN: I will offer that as limited in 


5 

accordance with the Court's instructions. 


6 

THE COURT: Just read it into the record. 


7 

You don't have to clutter the record with an entire trans- 


8 

cript. 

9 

MR. SCHATTEN: I am reading the statement from 

10 

District Attorney Milch in which he states: 

11 

"The facts, in brief, are as follows: 

12 

J 

On or about February 11, 1972, roughly 1.30 in the afternoon. 

| 

,3 

1 

police officers with the Public Morals Division, Central 

14 

Intelligence Squad, entered the residence 255 East 151st 

1 

15 

Street in Bronx County. When they entered, they entered 

1 

1 

16 

1 

pursuant to a search warrant issued by a judge of the 

17 

Criminal Court, New York County. When they entered the 

18 

premises the defendant Vincent Tarallo was in the bathroom 

19 

of the apartment and been in the process of taking mutuel 

20 

race horse policy wagers. Mr. Tarallo was arrested on 

21 

the spot by the police officers and the contraband was 

! 

t 

22 

seized. 


23 

"Thereafter, the Sergeant involved in this 


24 

case, Sergeant James Blatus, entered the room. He was 

1 

25 

1 i 

supervising in the execution of a particular search warrant. ' 

1 
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Sergeant Blatus was wearing a wire recorder commonly known 
as a Miniphone. He entered the room, had a conversation 
with the defendant Tcrallo at the same time supervising the 
other officers who executed the warrant. Additional 

mutuel race horse wagers were found. 

"In the course of the conversation, Vincent 

Tarallo, the defendant here, indicated that his policy 
arrest could be vitiated perhaps by the payment of money 
to the Sergeant. The conversation continued thereafter 
and at one point when they started to get to the preliminary 
negotiations the defendant Tarallo said, ’I have to talk to 
someone.' Just at approximately that moment the defendant 
Bugliarelli entered the apartment and the conversation 
continued another minute and Vincent Tarallo said, 'I have 
to go and talk to Joe.' He walked over and had a brie I 
conversation with Joseph Bugliarelli. And Joseph 
Bugliarelli came and engaged the Sergeant in conversation. 
It was apparent from the tenor of the conversation this 
was Joseph Bugliarelli's gambling operation, and that the 
defendant Tarallo was a worker therein. 

"Conversation continued for some minutes at 
which time the defendant Joseph Bugliarelli paid Sergeant 
Blatus $200 in U.S. Currency. Sergeant Blatus then placed 
the defendant Bugliarelli under arrest for the crime of 
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1 

bribery. At that point Joseph Bugliarelli informed the 


3 

Sergeant that not only was it unfair, to arrest him but 


4 

further that under the circumstances which was that of a 


5 I 

man who had maintained the pad in that particular location 


6 

and knew all cf the police officers in the area, that it 


7 

| 

was particularly unreasonable to arrest him for bribery. 


8 

In fact, he stated, 'Call anyone in Borough. Call anyone 


9 

in Division, they will tell you I am a stand-up cousin.' 


10 

"The conversation continued for an extended 


11 

length of time in that vein. He was finally taken out to , 1 

12 

the police precinct and the case was concluded. 


13 

And then the Court asked the defendant, Mr. 

| 

14 

Bugliarelli: ( 

1 

15 

"Did you, in fact, give the police" — 

16 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, my understanding, even ^ 

17 

though all of it is over my objection, was that only the ( 

1 

18 

Court's remarks to the defendant would be read to the jury, 

19 

not Mr. Milch’s remarks. 

1 

20 

THE COURT: You are absolutely right, and the 

I 

21 

jury is instructed to disregard all of that, the statement 

1 

22 

made by Mr. Milch. 


23 

I don't know why there is this problem. I 


24 

said you will read theportion where the reference is made 

25 

to hispleading. 

! 

1 
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MR. SCHATTEN: I guess, your Honor, that is my 
misunderstanding. I thought I discussed it on the record. 

It goes on: 

"Did you, in fact, give the police some $200 
in trying to work out a plea whereby they would drop the 
charges against Mr. Tarallo in this operation? 

And the defendant Bugliarelli says, "Yes." 

THE COURT: All the previous portion is ordered 
stricken, and the jury is ordered to disregard it, the 
statement of Mr. Milch, the statementty the defendant. 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, may I now address the 

jury? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. MUSOFF: It has been stipulated, ladies 
and gentlemen, between the prosecutor and Mr. Bugliarelli 
through counsel that if a New York City Police Officer were 
called to testify, he would be able to introduce a record 
indicating Frank Bugliarelli was arrested on December 6, 
1968, for bookmaking and for possession of gambling records. 
Thank you. 

THE COURT: Are th'ire any other questions to be 

put to this witness? 

MR. SCHATTEN: None, your Honor. 

THE COURT: You will be excused. 

Witness excused.) 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
vs. 

JOSEPH BUGLIARELLI. 


705 


75 Cr. 333 


New York, September 24, 1975; 

9.15 a.m. 


Trial resumed. 


(In the courtroom, in the presence of the 

jury.) 

THE COURT: All right, you may proceed. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Thank you, your Honor. 

SUMMATION ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT 

MR. SCHATTEN: Judge Weinfeld, Mr. Musoff, 

Madam Forelady, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury: 

During the course of this case I noticed that 
you were paying particular attention to the evidence, 
listening to the witnesses, and I want to thank you on 
behalf of the government for your patience and attention 
in the course of your attendance in this case. 

The job of a juror is a very serious one under 
o ur system of justice, and once again I want to thank you 
for the diligence which you have exercised. 

I ask you when you deliberate in this case to 
utilize your common sense. Keep that in mind as you proceed 
with your deliberations. 
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Now, in the course of my summation I am going 
to show you and ask you to find that the defendant 
realized large unreported sums of income in connection with 
a gambling operation that he was in control of during the 
years 1970 and 1971, and that he failed to report income 
from that operation during this particular period of time 
in question, and that he evaded his income taxes thereon. 

Moreover, ladies and gentlemen, I am going to 
trace the expenditures which really aren't in dispute in 
this case, that the defendant made far in excess of the 
income that he reported as part of the government's proof 
that the defendant realized large amounts of income, the 
tax on which he evaded. 

Finally, I am going to demonstrate to you, and 
I submit that the evidence in this case will demonstrate 
to you that the testimony of Ann Bugliarelli is utterly 
fallacious and is just not worthy of any credible belief 

on your part. 

Now, we submit that the evidence in this case 
has demonstrated beyond any reasonable doubt whatsoever 
that the defendant was in control of a gambling operation 
in the period in question. 

Here's why: 

The government submits that the most important 
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exhibit in this case is that tape and the transcript of that 
tape, which are Government's Exhibits 9 and 9-A, I believe; 
and if you take any exhibit with you into your delibera¬ 
tions I submit that you ought to consider that transcript, 
because that demonstrates, we submit, beyond any reasonable 
doubt whatsoever, Mr.Bugliarelli's control of a gambling 
operation during the period that we are concerned with, 
a gambling operation which, if you will look at his tax 
returns, he didn't Day one penny of income on, and there¬ 
fore evaded taxes thereon. / 

Here's why; On February /l, 1972, Mr. 

Bugliarelli paid a $200 bribe to Sergeant Blatus in order 
to drop an arrest of his worker, and moreover to obtain 
certain gambling records which indicate how much the operation 
owes and how much is owed to Mr. Bugliarelli's gambling 
operation. 

In the course of that bribe Mr. Bugliarelli 
tells Sergeant Blatus that he has been paying off the sum 
of $125 a month to New York City Policemen in order to 

keep his gambling operation going. 

I submit that that is one circumstance which 
indicates that during the period they were concerned with, 
that gambling operation was in existence. 

He also states during the course of that tape 
recorder conversation that he is a stand-up cousin, and 
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you heard Sergeant Blatus testify that a cousin is a man 
who pays off; a stand-up cousin is a man who pays off and 
doesn't tell the police that he is paying off. 

Moreover, Mr. Bugliarelli in that tape- 
recorder conversation tells Sergeant Blatus that he is 
a main cousin, a cousin being a man who pays off, and a 
main cousin being a man wh ' pays off large sums of money. 

Mr. Bugliarelli, in the course of that conver¬ 
sation displays a familiarity with the police structure 
which, again, we submit, is another circumstance which 
makes clear his knowledge and familiarity with the gambling 
operation and his need to be familiar with police operations 
for the reason that he is paying pr'-'-.ection. 

After Mr. Bugliarelli's arrest, after paying 
$200 in an attempt to drop the arrest of his gambling 
associate, and after trying to get back the gambling 
records, the police officer takes Mr. Bugliarelli en route 
to the police station, and that's a very interesting conver¬ 


sation . 


When they get in the car,whatever vehicle they 


are utilizing, there is a state nt on the tape, "Where 

is the nearest police station?" 

Mr. Bugliarelli says: "The 42nd Street 
Precinct." He seems to know an awful lot about police 
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stations. 

Moreover, apparently he yells out of the cab to 
somebody on the street, a friend of his, to have him call, 
contact his lawyer; and, moreover, during the course of that 
bribe he attempts to have Sergeant Blatus, right before they 
get to the police station, to drop his bribery arrest 
and mak«r it only a gambling arrest. 

Mr. Bugliarelli, I submit, is very familiar 
with the legal structure involving illegal gambling 
operations, and demonstrates a working familiarity with 
the practices of a gambling operation. 

Then right during that conversation where he 
is trying to get the police sergeant to drop his bribery 
arrest and make it a gambling arrest, he tells the police 
sergeant, "Just inquire about me. Ask anybody you want. 

Ask your men. They will tell you that I am a stand-up 
cousin, and a lot of good people will talk to you." 

It is just obvious from that conversation that 
Mr. Bugliarelli has been in the gambling business for a 
very long time during the period of time we are concerned 
with. 

One* again I ask you to use common sense, 
and I submit i is just crystal clear, it is apparent, 
and I ask you to take the transcript and listen to the 
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tape, and I think we will reach the same conclusion. 

I submit to you that that really is the only conclusion 
that any common sense permits. 

Now, during the course of these years, 
during which time we submit that the evidence shows that 
he was in control of this gambling operation, Mr. Bug- 
liarelli reports in 1970 his taxable income in the sum of 
$5664; whereas, as Mr. Moran calculated it, his correct 
taxable income,' in accordance with his expenditures, came 
to some $21,000. 

And similarly for the year 1971, he reports 
only $3200 in taxable income, whereas in Mr. Moran's 
calculations he should have reported $27,800 in taxable 
income. The total taxable income, in accordance with 
Mr. Moran's calculations, comes to $49,000 that should have 
been reported. 

Mr. Bugliarelli in his jobs as a salesman 
during 1970 and as the owner of a luncheonette for eight 
months of 1971 only reports a total of some $9000 in 
taxable income. In other words, he is only reporting some¬ 
thing less than about one-fifth of the taxable income 
Mr. Moran calculated he should have reported; and, once 
again, the expenditures, which are not in dispute, involve 
such items as several brand new automobiles, the boat, 
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monthly mortgage payments on his home in Dobbs Ferry 

During the years 1970 and 1971 Mr. Buglrarelli 
visits hotels in Florida on five different occasions, 
lie goes to the Newport Hotel on two occasions in 1970 
and 1971, and there was a stipulation which indicated 
that he went to the Marco Polo Hotel once, I believe, in 
1970. 

Moreover, lest I forget, there is, of course, 
that swimming pool and cabana house, which is installed at 
a price — the pool cost some $8900, and the cabana house 
and all the expenses for equipment — somehow he is able 
to get his good friend Di Pasquale to do it without any 
labo * whatsoever — but the total out-of-pocket expenditure 
by Mr. Bugliarelli for that swimming pool and labor expendi 

tures come to over $20,000. 

So all-told, based on Mr. Moran's calculations, 
which Mr. Musoff said yesterday there really is no dispute 
on, he should have been reporting some $49,000 in taxable 
income, and on his return he indicated only $9000. 

The tax that was due on the figures that Mr. 
Moran calculated comes to some $12,000. Mr. Bugliarelli 
only paid $1500 in taxes during that period. A very 
substantial amount of tax evasion has been shown here. 

Now, what is his excuse for failing to pay 
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taxes on all that income? Well, just lies, and the testimony 
of Ann Bugliarelli. I submit and the government submits 
that that testimony is not worthy of any belief what¬ 
soever. 

Here's why: First, during the period that 
we are concerned with, namely, the story is that in 1969, 
right before Frank Bugliarelli went into the hospital 
for the last time when he passed away of cirrhosis, Ann 
Bugliarelli and Frank Bugliarelli were still involved in 
that lawsuit. This is a lawsuit that began in 1963 over 
a measley $600. During the course of that lawsuit in 

1966 Frank Bugliarelli tells his lawyer — this is what 
Ann Bugliarelli admitted from the stand after being con¬ 
fronted with the evidence — that they didn't have the 
money to pay the legal fees. 

Can you imagine what the legal fees were on a 
$600 lawsuit? It can't be very hxgh. 

In 1966 Frank Bugliarelli tells his lawyer 
that they don't have the money to pay legal expenses. 

Then in October, 1967, both of them, Ann 
Bugliarelli and Frank Bugliarelli file an affidavit with 
the Court, a sworn affidavit in which they once again 
state that they are financially unprepared to pay counsel 
fees for trial at this time - still in connection with 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS. U S COURTHOUSE 
FOLEY SQUARE NEW YORK N Y. - W-1020 



A-117 


ip 713 

the $600 lawsuit, sworn, filed with the Court on October 21, 
1967, sworn to by both of them. 

During the course of that lawsuit, by the way, 
Ann Bugliarelli contacts the Legal Aid Society to see if 
they will represent her. 

And, moreover, right after they filed that 
affidavit with the Court, in November of 1967 the lawsuit 
is settled. You have heard about that settlement, and I 
will get to that very shortly. 

But you will recall before I brought the papers 
to Ann Bugliarelli's attention, I asked her: 

"Did you ever state to anybody that you were 
unable to meet your expenses? 

"No. 

"Did you ever state to anybody that you were 
unable to meet your legal fees? 

"No. " 

I asked her: 

"To your knowledge did Frank Bugliarelli ever 
state that he is unable to meet his legal expenses? 

"No." 

Ladies and gentlemen, I submit that is one more 
item of evidence that the testimony of Ann Bugliarelli is 
not worthy of belief. It is only when you confront her 
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with a specific piece of paper that she is willinq to tell 
you the truth, and I submit that is just one more example 
of the fallacious, evasive, unbelievable testimony that 
you heard yesterday from Ann Bugliarelli. 

The lawsuit gets settled in 1967, November, 
right after they file this affidavit saying they don't 
have the money to pay their legal expenses, and the terms 
of the settlement are that a hundred dollars will be paid, 
and then thereafter $10 a week in weekly instalments are 
to be paid to Teresa Weinberg, the name is, in order to 
settle the lawsuit until a total of $400 is paid. 

Now, if somebody has $53,000 in cash, I submit 

that a $10 weekly payment is not very stiff. 

Let's sae what happens: they continue making 
their payments, according to the testimony of Mr. Fetell, 
and there is a record of it, in case you want to take it 
with you — the affidavit, by the way, in case you want to 
take that with you, is Government's Exhibit 120-A in 
evidence; the record of payments, Mr. Fetell's record, 
is 132 in evidence — and that record shows that they 
continued making payments until March of 1968, less than 
a year prior to the time this $5300 is supposed to have 
been given. They stop making payments, and in April of 
1968 Mr. Fetell files a judgment, because under the terms 

!• 
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of the settlement, if they fail to pay the $400 in these 
weekly instalments, the full amount of the amount sued for 
comes into play, and then they had to pay some $650 plus 
interest. 

Now, who with $5300 is going to allow that 
kind of situation to happen where they would wind up 
paying twice as much as they could have paid had they 
paid the $400? 

In any case,the default in March of 1968 Mr. 
Fetell enters a judgment in the court for the full amount 
sued for in April of 1968, and then they have three more 
payments — this is also pretty revealing -- I think there 
was one on May and one I think in June or July, and the last 
one comes in August of 1968, three $10 payments, and after 
that time nothing more is paid on the settlement. 

Mr. Fetell files a judgment, a lien, which means when 
Ann Bugliarelli sells her property the $650 will come out 
of the salespriee of her property. But after August of 
1968 no more payments were made on that settlement; they 
can't make the $10 a week, and they supposedly had $53,000 
in cash, and they can’t pay the $10 a week during the period 
from August, 1968, up until April of 1970, at which time 
their home is sold, Ann Bugliarelli's home is sold — 

Frank Bugliarelli passed away in April, 1969, one year 
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before — the home is sold, and at that time Mr.Fetell 
collects the money out of the proceeds, the salesprice 
of Ann Bugliarelli's home. 

Now here is another fact: 

The Court, Judge Weinfeld, asked Ann 
Bugliarelli after I tried to elicit the information un¬ 
successfully : 

"Did you make payments on this settlement as 
they were due?" 

She said yes. Just a flat out and out deliberate 
misstatement. They didn't make those ^ayroents. They 
defaulted. And she isn't telling the truth because she 
is trying to cover up, and she is trying show you that they 
had $53,000 in order to save Joe Bugliarelli. The story 
is false. 

Not only is that story false, but when she was 

asked: 

"Did you make the payments or did Frank?" 

She said, "Oh, Frank had nothing to do, nothing 
whatever to do with making the payments on the lawsuit." 

And then when you look at Mr. Fetell's records — 
I believe it's in evidence before you as Government's 
Exhibit 133 in evidence, and you can take that in with you — 
you will see several payments being made by Frank Bug- 
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liarelli, $10 payments during the course of this lawsuit. 

So obviously he was aware of the obligation 
and was making the payments and couldn't meet the payments. 

Another circumstance that this story is false. 

There are other circumstances as well: you 
will recall I asked Ann Bugliarelli: 

"Were the hospital bills paid in full?" 

She said: "Yes, to my knowledge." 

Sure enough, we got the woman from Trafalgar 
Hospital, and she testified - and there was documentary 
evidence, an exhibit introduced showing Blue Cross covered 
some $2500 or $2200 of the over $3000 hospital bill, and 
some $800 remained outstanding. 


One more piece of evidence of false testimony 
on the part of Ann Bugliarelli. 

Also — and Ann Bugliarelli did testify to 
this -- she also testified that at the time of her husband's 
departure $800 was owed for the doctor's bill. 

Once again the circumstances indicate the 
dire financial plight of this family that the defense 
would have you believe had $53,000. 

There are some more circumstances: If you will 

look at the mortgage application which is in evidence as 
Government's Exhibits 101 or 102, you will see that as in 
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1965 the Bugliarellis had some $10,000 in insurance, 
insurance. As of 1967 the Bugliarellis had some 


718 

life 


$10,000 in insurance on which a $500 loan was taken. 

And then when Frank Bugliarelli passed away 
at 49 years of age, what they collect is $3000. 

It seems to indicate that his policies were 

cashed in. 


And, once again the record of the mortgage 
loans indicates that in the beginning of 1965 the mortgage 
was only $6500, and he borrowed in 1965 to iincrease the 
mortgage loan to $12,000; and then finally in 1967 the 
mortgage loan was once again increased to $15,000. 

All these circumstances indicate that this family 


is going downhill; they just don't have the money to meet 
their debts, and I think the most crucial item of proof on 
that is that $600 lawsuit which drags on from 1963 until 
1970 when Ann Bugliarelli sells her home. They just can't 
afford to pay the $10 a week. So it doesn t make any 
sense that these people are sitting on $53,000 in cash 
that Ann Bugliarelli would have you believe. 

What else? Then we come to the actual 
story as it is told: Ann Bugliarelli said that her husband 
called up Joe Bugliarelli and tells him to come over on 
the night in question. And he comes over and the money is 
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transferred. 

Well, you will recall on cross-examinat.on 
I asked her if she made a phone call or was it her husband, 
and then she did acknowledge she made the phone call. 

That is a minor detail. But what is significant is that 
when she testified in the grand jury - and she admitted it 
here - she told the grand jury that the reason she made the 
phone call was because Frank Bugliarelli, her husband, 
was too ill to get out of bed. That's why she made the 
phone call. She would have you believe that Frank Bug¬ 
liarelli went up the stairs to get the $53,000, just another 
inconsistency that once again demonstrates the falsity of 
this particular testimony. 

Then there is additional evidence: She testi¬ 

fied she was asked the question: 

"Did your husband go to work up until the day 
he went into the hospital?" 

And her answer was, "Yes." 

Then when she was in the grand jury^ie testified 
when asked, he had an operation in 1967, and Joe Bugliarelli 
would visit them once a week or once every two weeks when 
he couldn't get around. 



4 * 
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The portion of it which was read indicated 
that "When my husband couldn't get to work, when he wasn t 

I 

feeling well." That was her testimony in the grand jury. 

Then, when I continued to pursue the matter 
she testified, "Well, sometimes he couldn't." Once again, 
the story just didn't seem to hold up. 

For all of these facts and circumstances the 
government submits that the testimony of Ann Bugliarelli, 
including her evasive testimony, you heard her, it is your 
judgment, your judgment of her credibility, her continued 
evasive testimony, the testimony that constituted, I submit, 
deliberate falsehoods, false testimony in an effort to 
save her brother-in-law, all that testimony, we submit, 
and when you consider the financial circumstances of Ann 
Bugliarelli, of Frank Bugliarelli, this man who passed 
away of cirrhosis, who was in the hospital in 1967, who had 
fractured ribs a few months before he went into the hospital, 
her testimony was in the grand jury that he couldn t get 
around very well, I submit that when you consider all of 
the circumstances in this case, the story just doesn't 
hold up, particularly when Joe Bugliarelli himself says 

that the story doesn't hold up. 

There is an exhibit in evidence in this case. 
Government's Exhibit 3501-H, and that's the statement that 
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was made to Mr. Mongelli and Mr. Dick. Mr. Bugliarelli 
was contacted in June of 1973 long before, I submit, 
this story was concocted. 

At that time Mr. Bugliarelli stated that "The 
only individual who ever loaned or gave him money was his 
mother." No mention at all of Frank Bugliarelli. And he 
also said that he never kept any sums of money at his home 
or at any other location other than his bank accounts, and 
his bank accounts just don't add up to $53,000. 

So it's just false for that reason. Sombody 
is lying here, ladies and gentlemen, somebody is lying. 

Joe Bugliarelli, when he makes that statement, has no reason 
to lie, because if that sotry was true he would have 
a defense in his case. 

Joe Bugliarelli testified, gives a statement 
contrary to Ann Bugliarelli *e testimony and that is just 
one more very demonstrative circumstance that Bugliarelli 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I'm sorry, I don't 
mean to interrupt, but I just didn't hear the last few 
statements. May I approach the bench? 

THE COURT: He said Joe Bugliarelli made his 
statement. That is what he said. He is referring to the 
statement that was read in evidence. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Take it into evidence with you. 
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it is 3501-H received in evidence, take it with you as 
an exhibit. You will see that Joe Bugliarelli's own 
statement demonstrates that Ann Bugliarelli's testimony 
was clearly false. 

In sum, the government submits that the evidence, 
as demonstrated in this case, beyond any doubt whatsoever 
shows that Joe Bugliarelli was in control of the gambling 

! 

operation during the period in question, that he derived 

I 

large amounts of income on which he deliberately and wilfully 
failed to pay his federal income tax, and, moreover, his 
purported defense that Ann Bugliarelli, the testimony of 
Ann Bugliarelli, that his brother Frank gave him $53,000 

I 

in cash is utterly false and is completely without any 
belief whatsoever. 

It is a deliberate falsehood that was told 
to you from the witness stand yesterday. We submit it has 
no belief whatsoever and we ask you to reject it. 

In sum, that is what this case is all about. 

As I told you at the outset, it is a very simple case. 

You keep your eye on the ball, your common sense, and 
we think that the evidence overwhelmingly demonstrates the 
crystal clear guilt of this defendant, Joseph Bugliarelli, 
for the tax evasion with which he is charged in this case. 

Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen. 
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2 

THiJ COURT: All right, Mr. Musoff. 


3 

MR: MUSOFF: May it please the Court, Mr. 


4 

Schatten, Mr. Dick, Mr. Gordon, Madam Forelady, ladies 


5 

and gentlemen of the jury. 


6 

As you very probably guessed, the only thing 


7 

that Mr. Schatten and I agree upon is that you deserve 


8 

our thanks for your patient consideration over these past 


9 

four days of trial time. 


10 

This case should have been a simple one. Can 


11 

the government prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Mr. 


12 

Joseph Bugliarelli wilfully failed to report his correct 


13 

income for the years 1970 and 1971? That is all. 


14 

But the government wasn't interested in trying 


15 

to prove a simple tax evasion case. Oh, no, they had to 


16 

juice it up with something special. Maybe if we stretch 


17 

a point and we use an incident in 1972, a year having 


18 

nothing to do with '70 and '71, the only years before you, 


19 

we can get the jury to feel that Mr. Joseph Bugliarelli 


20 

is a bad guy. You see, once he's a bad guy in your minds. 


21 

you will forget the proof and convict. 


22 

Maybe if we appeal to the jury's prejudice and 


23 

emotions instead of their intellect and their reason we 


24 

will get a conviction. Let's forget about the government's 


25 

burden of proof beyond a reasonable doubt and convict. 
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So what does the government do? And they do 


it in a very, very subtle fashion: 

Mr. Schatten told you, we never disputed any 
expenditures. That's not an issue here. We told it to you 
in our opening statement. Mr. Bugliarelli disclosea a*, 
of his expenditures during the course of the investigation. 
That was never in dispute. He didn't mean to hide or con¬ 
ceal any of those expenditures. 

How could he have meant to do this? Every 
single expenditure was either in his name or his wife's 
name. Nobody else's name. He didn't use an alias. No 
sinister purpose in using a wife's name. 

So since the expenditures aren't in dispute, 
why couldn't they all have been stipulated to? But he had 
to show you what they were spent on because let's show the 
jury that maybe he lived a little bit better than you 
did. He's got a swimming pool; he's got a cabana; he’s 
got a Cadillac automobile. Just think, of it, he made 
trips to Florida. 

Did you people live as good as he did? If you 
didn't live as good as he did, he's guilty of income tax 
evasion. That's the subtle appeal to your emotions, not 
to your reason, not to your intellect. 

Even the way this chart was prepared is very 
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clever. Take a look at this. $14,599.43 for automobiles. 
That's what this says here. But when I asked Mr. Moran, 
"Couldn't you have reflected it to $7,000?" because he 


didn't have all those automobiles at one time, he bought 
one car at a time. When that car became disabled, what did 
he do? He traded it in for another car. When that car 
became disabled, he got another car. Why couldn't this 
figure boen $7,000? The, bottom figure would have come 
up the same way. But again, subtle appeal to prejudice, 
to your emotions. 

What else do they do here? Let's destroy some 
notes. Let's present a tampered wire recording, and let s 
try to conceal the fact that the cop who wore this concealed 
wire recording is a crooked cop. Just think about this 
guy Blatus. 

Here he is in a stationhouse. He's assigneti 
to the Public Morals Division. He's in charge of somebody 
else 1 s morals. He's in charge of investigating fellow 
officers, and he himself on the stand, when I asked him, 
"Did you ever accept an illegal gratuity or a bribe? 

"I've got to consult with my lawyer. 

"Were you a member of the Sargeant's Club for 

illegal purposes? 

"I can't answer that question, Mr. Musoff, 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS. 'J.S. COURTHOUSE 
FOLEY SQUARE NEW YORK. N Y. - 7»|.|0I0 





A-130 




dh jw 

without a lawyer." 

Did Mr. Bugliarelli have a lawyer with him 
each time the special agents came knocking on the door? 

He didn't have a lawyer with him. He answered every question^ 
he disclosed every single expenditure and that's not an 
issue. 

Don't let them get away with this. We expect 
better things from our government. What I want you to 
do is examine the cold clear record and let's reason about 

I 

that together. 

Let's go right to the heart of the matter. 

Now, the government's case is based on an expenditures 
method of proof. Why? Very simple. They didn't have to 
go out and work for it. All the leads to each and every 
expenditure was supplied by Mr. Bugliarelli. In order for 
that method to work, the government had to prove beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Joseph Bugliarelli had no cash on 
hand in each of these years, the beginning of each of these 
years, because if he had cash on hand all these figures 

become zero. 

You heard me run through this with Mr. Moran, 
the government's expert. All he did was accept the 
figures that were given to him by Mr. Bugliarelli in the 
interviews and he added them up. What's sc hard about 
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that? 

And then what does he do? Not one penny in 
cash down here for non-taxable source of funds, either in 

•71 or 1970. Not one single penny. 

Do you know of any human being on January 1st 

of any year or December 31st of the previous year who 
never had one penny in cash, either in his home or his 
person? Well, they took care of cash on hand all right. 

By saying he didn’t have one penny it made it very easy. 

Where does that proof come from? Special 
Agent Mongelli. Do you remember him? He's the trained 
criminal investigator who couldn't remember whether he 
pulled out a memorandum form the morning of his testimony 
to discuss it with Mr. Schatten, but he could remember 
things that happened June 18, 1973, over two years ago. 

And he was able to recall these things that 
happened two years ago, that Mr. Bugliarelli said he didn't 
keep any cash in his house or anyplace else except the 
banks. That's where no cash on hand comes from that they 
put on this, from his alleged statement on June 18, 1973, 
that's testified to by a guy that couldn't remember events 
that occurred the very morning of his testimony. 

Is that logical to you? Or does it raise a 

reasonable doubt? 
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Now, he couldn't even remember whether he 
and Special Agent Dick, who is in charge of the investi¬ 
gation and who accompanied him, even took notes on June 
18, 197?. But he remembers one thing, he remembers that 
after the interview took place he and Mr. Dick go back to 
the automobile. And what happens? Mr. Dick says to him, 

"You know, Mr. Mongelli, something very important happened 
when we were speaking to Mr. Bugliarelli, something very, 
very important, lie said he didn't have any cash." 

And that's the memorandum of interview, by the 
way, that Mr. Mongelli prepared that had the wrong address 
for the location of the interview. 

Now, when you view Mr. Mongelli's statement 
that Mr. Bugliarelli told him that he didn't have any cash 
during that June 18, 1973, interview, bear in mind what 
happened during the first interview, Decembe* 6, 1972. 

May I have that exhibit, please, Mr. Schatten? 

MR. SCHATTEN: I don’t believe it is in evidence. 

MR. MUSOFF: Yes, it's in evidence. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I don’t believe it is. 

MR. MUSOFF: That's the one that Mr. Mooradin 

testified to, the man with no recall whatsoever. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I believe you have a copy, too. 

MR. MUSOFF: This is the December 6, 1972, 
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interview of Mr. Joseph Bugliarelli admitted in evidence, 


Exhibit 3539-A. 


MR. SCHATTEN: I don't believe it was admitted 

in evidence regardless of what he says. 

THE COURT: It may have been read in evidence. 

MR. MUSOFF: It is in evidence, isn't it? 

THE COURT: The clerk said it was received 

in evidence. 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you. 

Now, on page 2 of this memorandum, what does 
it say? It says, "Mr. Bugliarelli refused to answer 
when asked about cash kept at home," during his very 
first contact. He discloses all of his background, that he 
resides at 4 Overlook Road in Dobbs Ferry, his wife is 
Josephine, the maiden name of his wife, they have two 
children named Joseph and Louis, ages nine and ten, he 
owns Joe's Sweet Shop, his checking account, the special 
checking account, all of his savings accounts, passbook 
loan at the First National City, that the kids owned the 
Essex Mutual Fund. 

He maintains three safe deposit boxes at a 
bank in Dobbs Ferry, and he saves silver coins, which he 
keeps there. His wife has a wedding ring, she doesn't 
have any furs or expensive jewelry. As you know, there 
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are no furs or expensive jewelry here. None of that 

appears here. 

What appears there is what Mr. Bugliarelli 

told them. Some mortgage insurance on the house. And 
by the way, I don’t think there is anything sinister 
about making mortgage payments. I think everyone 
who owns a house has a mortgage, at least the people I 

know ■». 

Family life insurance policy. He had a bath 
house and a swimming pool built on his property last year 
The contractor was Dio DiPasquale. The work was done on 
weekends. He paid for all the materials on the job. 
Roberts Electric hooked up a few things. He stated he 
took a vacation in Florida. He flew down to Miami. He 
was in Puerto Rico. 

Then they say he's never been to Europe. 

But do you recall when I asked Mr. Mooradin, Didn t he, 
when you were discutaing the fact that he was honorably 
discharged from the Army, show you that he had been in 
Normandie, he participated in the invasion, isn't that 
Europe? Don't you put that down?" He owned a pet shop. 

Now, they have a very interesting thing here 
By the way, he states when he was in Miami he was at the 
Newport Motel or Hotel. That was no secret. 
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2 

Then they have a very Interesting thing here. 

3 j 

„e never owned a boat. Where they got that from. I don't 

4 

Know, because on the June 18th interview - may I have 

5 1 

that exhibit, 3501-H? 

6 

On the 3501-H exhibit, which is the June 18th 

7 

interview, he goes ahead and he says his boat was stolen. 

8 

He wasn't looting to hide the boat. And nothin, in there 

9 

says that Mr. Dick said to Mr. Bugliarelli. "Hey. wait 

10 

a minute, you are discussing a boat now. Don't you 

n 1 

remember the first time I met you, when I asked you about 

i2 

a boat, you said you didn't own a boat? You never owned 

13 

a boat?" j 

14 

What kind of a question is this to appear 

15 

suddenly in the middle of the interview, "Never owned 

16 

a boat?" is this a question you ask every human being? 

17 

"Did you ever own a boat? It s c-azy. 

18 

What happened? He tells how he purchased the j 

19 

luncheonette. He had a loan at the First National City ( 

20 

Bank. He used his wife's AT s T stock as collateral. 

21 

He had a car loan at the American Bank. And he says a 

22 

whole host of things, but two important questions he fails 

23 

to answer, and that is he didn't want to answer one 

24 

question about her inheritance and he refused to answer 

25 

when asked about cash kept at home December of 1972. 
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Why do you think he refused to answer those 
two questions? Because he had received that $53,000 in 
cash and he didn't want to start a whole big deal with Ann 
Bugliarelli and disclose all of these things at that time. 

And in his mind because his brother was 
sick and had gone into the hospital and died shortly 
after he got the money, he confused in his own mind, 
because he only has an eighth grade education, as it 
appears in here, he thought maybe that could be considered 
to be an inheritance and he didn't want anybody to know 
about that. That's the logic of this thing, not the 

i 

things that Mr. Schatten is speaking about, if you want 

I 

to use reason and not prejudice. 

What do you think could have happened on June 
18, 1973, to get Mr. Bugliarelli to change his mind and 
say he never had cash, if he refused to answer it on 
December 6th? The June 18th memorandum doesn't explain 
it. In effect what the government is saying to you is 
that on June 18th, 1973, Mr. Mongelli walked into Joe's 
Sweet Shopand said, and Joe said to him, "Hi, fellows, 
you know I have no cash on hand." 

Now, I submit Mr. Bugliarelli never made that 
admission on June 18, 1973. It was conjured up by :*r. 

Dick and Mr. Mongelli in that automobile that tbey testified, 
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that Mongelli testified they walked to after the inter¬ 
view, because unless Mr. Dick could have something like 
that in his memorandum there is no case against Joseph 

Bugliarelli. ^ 

If you don't have an admission, an alleged 
admission that he said he had no cash, that's the end 
of the government's case. We don't even have to show that, 
and Bugliarelli says and corroborates the fact that he 
received $53,000 in cash, because it's the government's 
obligation to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that he had 
no cash on hand. And for this purpose they need his 
admission. 

Now, you each remember the general system that 
special agents use when they make up these things. Two 
agents appear on the scene, and what do they do? One takes 
notes or both take notes, but it really doesn't matter. 

You know why it doesn't matter? Because when 
they get back to the office, what happens to the notes? 

They all get destroyed. That's what happens to them. 

Well, in tocal fairness, I am really not being 
accurate. Some notes don't get destroyed. If the inter¬ 
view that was conducted isn't important, it doesn't 
concern the taxpayer himself but it concerns bank officials, 
tnen maybe you get a chance to look at those original 
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notes. 

You remember Special Agent Mannherz, the guy 
that walked around and maybe canvassed one hundred banks? 

His original notes were available. What did he testify 
when I questioned him? We didn't give him enough time to 
get back to the office to destroy the notes. That's 
beautiful. 

Now, I submit to you, ladies and gentlemen, 
that when agents have better ways to insure that an accurate 
record of am interview is made, such as using stenographers 
or using an affidavit, and they deliberately choose not 
to use it, then I think you are justified in finding that 
they don't want to make an accurate memorandum of what 
occurred. They are not interested in an accurate record, 
because if you have an accurate record, you can't come in 
later on with a guy that can't recall the same morning 
he's testified and say there was an admission two and a 
half years ago. 

Now, do you also remember that Mr. Bugliarelli 
was never given an opportunity to review these memorandums? 
He va? never shown these memorandums. He had no way of 
knowing what they put into them. Did they come to him, 
in total fairness, and say, "Mr. Bugliarelli, please read 
this, and if there is any statement that is inaccurate, make 


25 
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your chanqe and initial it? 

Isn't that the fair way to do something if you 

are looking, really looking, for truth? That didn't 

happen here. 

Now, why didn't it happen here? Were they 
afraid of an accurate record? Is this the fair treatment 

that is designed to get truth? 

I could hardly believe what I heard in this 

courtroom. I never knew that they destroyed original 

notes unless — 

MR. SCHATTEN: Your Honor, I would have to 
object to that. 

THE COURT: The jury is instructed to disregard 

the statement as to what he knew. That is not evidence 
in the case. 

MR. MUSOFF: I'm sorry, your Honor, you're 


right. 


Do you remember Special Aoent Mooradin? He s 


i 

i 


the fellow who unlike Mr. Mongelli, who had selective 
recall, he could select what he wanted to recall, he had 
a better memory of things that happened two years ago than 


things that happened the same morning. 

Mr. Mooradin had no recall. He couldn't 
remember one thing that happened on December 6, 1972 
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2 | Now, I ask you, how could anybody determine 

3 the real accuracy of what goes on when these members are 

4 J prepared under those circumstances? 

5 Now, let's also go back and thing about Agent 

6 Falco's staterru,*.ts, his testimony in that regard. Agent 

7 Fal30 testified he only takes notes of what he thinks is 

8 important. So if you happen to be in the same room with 

9 Agent Falco and you stress something to him that you think 

10 ii important and he thinks it isn't important, it doesn't 

1 

11 ,et down on this memorandum. What do you think about that? 

12 You know what Mr. Bugliarelli's problem was? 

13 His problem is honesty in relationship to the agents. 

14 He freely discussed all of his expenditures. That is what 

15 led to his being here in court before you. If he would 

16 have said, "You know something, you read me that little 

17 card the first time, I don't think I'm going to answer 

18 any of your questions. Further, I don't like the fact 

19 that you droppeu in on my place of business, my luncheonette | 

20 unannounced. Shouldn't you have made an appointment? 

21 And when you called up maybe said 'Listen, I'm a criminal 

22 investigator, maybe it would be a good idea if you have 

23 a lawyer, to get him there and stand alongside of you.'" 

24 But no, they took advantage of his eighth grade education. 

25 ' Nowhere in any of these memorandums will you 
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2 

see that a direct question was asked. "Mr. Bugliarelli, 


3 

where did you get the moeny so that you could make those 


4 

expenditures?" Is that that the important thing? Where 


5 

did the money come from? Once the expenditures are 


6 

disclosed to you what's the next logical question? Where 


7 

did the money come from? 


8 

And if you are looking for the truth from a 


9 

person, you ask that person the direct question. Where 


10 

did you get the money from that you used to make the expen¬ 


11 

ditures? You don't go around in circles, that is, if you 


12 

want the truth. 


13 

Well, I submit, ladies and gentlemen, that 


14 

making this case against Mr. Bugliarelli was more important 


15 

than getting at the truth, and the truth was that Frank 


16 

Bugliarelli, a known gambler, who was arrested December 


17 

of 1968, approximately two and a half months before he 


18 

entered the hospital, despite all of this illness and 


19 

whether he was bedridden, you are not out on the street 


20 

being a bookmaker if you're that sick two and a half 


21 

months before you enter a hospital. 


22 

He gets arrested, and what does that 


23 

arrest record show? Not only was he a bookmaker, but he 


24 

had gambling records r .t his possession. And the truth 


25 

is that because he was a gambler and he was a bookmaker in 
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1968, we know that, he accumulated $53,000 in cash which 
he gave to his brother Joseph, and that is the truth. 

But we'll come back to this shortly. 

Now, let's take the bull by the horns. The 
government wants you to accept the fact that Joe Bugliarelli 
earned income from gambling activities in 1970 and 1971. 
Well, they can't prove that by the testimony of their 
own agents. Not one government agent was rble to get up 
here and say that. 

Mr. Mooradin, who bounded in on Mr. Bugliarelli 
unannounced December 6, 1972, what does he tell me when 
I ask him? "What did you observe on the premises, any 
gambling activity? 

"No. No gambling activity. 

"Was it an ordinary luncheonette? 

"Yes, an ordinary luncheonette. 

"Were there customers in the luncheonette? 


"Yes. 







"Where was Mr. Bugliarelli? 

"He was in the luncheonette where he is 
supposed to be waiting on his customers." 

So since they can't prove it by any of their 
own agent' , and thii; method of proof doesn't prove a 


source, all it proves is that a man had expenditures that 
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are in excess of what he reported in income. This method 
doesn't tell you what the source is. It could be from any 
source. So where do they turn to? The New York City 
Police Department. 

Now, the police officers, even Sergeant 
Blatus, had to admit on the stand that he never observed 
Mr. Pugliarelli in any gambling activity whatsoever. 

And on February 11, 1972, not February 11, 1970, or 
1971, the only years in front of you people, but February 
11, 1972, when he entered the premises and they frisked 
him and they searched him, was there any evidence of 
gambling activity? No. No evidence of gambling activity. 

When he was finally charged on that day, was 
he charged with a gambling violation? No, no gambling 
violation. They had borough-wide jurisdiction,and this 
man is allegedly a main cousin, a cousin, a main cousin, 
he knows everything, he knows where the precinct is 
located. What retail merchant in any neighborhood isn't 
familiar with where his police precinct is located? There 

is nothing unusual about that. 

Yet, the government wants you to relate back 
those events to the years 1970 and 1971 and speculate 
speculate t\nd conjecture — because there was never any 
evidence, » o direct evidence he was ever involved in 
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gambling — but they want you to speculate and conjecture 
that Joe Bugliarelli not only was involved in gambling 
activity, but he operated a gambling establishment and he 
earned income from gambling in 1970 and 1971. 

Now, where this should have taken place in 

1970 and 1971 we are not told. We are not told because 
they don't know, there is no proof, because the fact is 
he never was involved in it. And Special Agent Mooradin 
knows he wasn't on December 6, 1972. He was there 

unannounced. « 

Now, I'm going to submit to you, you are going 

to take in maybe, if you want it, a transcript of that 

wire recording, as suggested by Mr. Schatten, but I tell 

you that wire recoraing was merely an extension of Sargeant 

Blatus, of what he was shown to be in this courtroom, 

a crooked cop. 

He was the complete antithesis of Officer 
John. This is the Sargeant Blatus who ran out of the 
Police Department as quickly as he could when he only had 
one year to go to retire. This is the Sargeant Blatus who 
k pt a wire recording in his possession for forty days. 

He tells Assistant District Attorney Milch 
he turned it over to Officer John, who denies it, keeps 
it until March 23, 1972, when the raid took place 
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February 11, 1972. Why did he hang on to it so long when 
it should have been turned ir.? Only one reason. So he 
could have time to tamper with it, to fool around with it. 

Now, you heard Mr. Robinson, who analyzed 
that w'-e recording. Even Mr. Schatten brought out the 
fact that the firm he was with was an extremely prestigous 
outfit, one of the six that analyzed the Watergate tapes 

in the Nixon affair. 

Do you think that he would color his testimony 
because he is being paid a fee? You heard what he said, 
you could only sell your reputation once. Once you sell 
it, it's gone. You no longer have a reputation. 

What did he say? He said he was able to 
find that the tape had been altered in one spot. Now, 
the spot that he found it was altered in, it's true, 
did not involve the portion of the tape that Mr. Bugliarelli 1 s 

conversation appears on, but what else did he say? 

He said because of the limited funding and the 
limited tests that were done to the balance of the tape 
they couldn't tell. In other words, there is a possibility 
that the balance was tampered with axso. 

MR. SCHATTEN: Objection. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 


MR. MUSOFF: 


Mr. Bugliarelli doesn't have the 
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unlimited money to spend that the United States Government 
has. Do you realize the money that was probably spent 
even if th-se figures are true to show you that he owes 
$1C,000 in tax? They spent hundreds and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars on this case. This is where your 
money is going ti. 

A reasonable doubt? There's such a continuous 
threat of reasonable doubt in this case I really don't 
know where to begin. 

I submit to you, ladies and gentlemen, that 
the government has failed to prove every single one of their ; 
contentions beyond a reasonable doubt. The expenditures 
are not in issue. Mr. Schatten admits it, thank God, we 
told it to you. 

Now, although it is the government’s burden 
to show a source for the expenditures, and to show beyond 
a reasonable doubt what that source is >.n l 970 and 1971, 

I 

the government hasn't shown it to you. They haven't shown 
it to you when they could only point to something that 
happened in 1972 and say speculate about what happened 
in '70 and '71. 

They will yell at you "Main cousin." If he 
was such a notorious guy, wouldn't somebody have approached 
him in the precinct, walked over to Blatus? One cop knows 
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another crooked cop. And he was crooked as the day is 
long. 

Did you hear anything on the tape that some¬ 
body approached and said, "Hey, Joe, what are you doing 
here in the precinct?" He was unknown in that precinct. 

He knows people down in headquarters, he knows them here, 
he knows them there. When it came right down to the nitty- 
gritty, and who wouldn’t have done anything to escape a 
guy's clutches of that nature and maybe pay a few dollars 
to get out of what happened there, was he able to name 
one name? Did he name one name? He didn't name any 

names. I think you could infer from that he didn't know 

( 

any names to name. 

So what's the next thing you say? If you 
don’t have names to name you say liste, I don'- want to 
squeal on anybody. That’s why I don't have a name to name, 
a name to give you. 

Even though the government couldn't prove 
a source of income for those years, we have shown you a 
source: Ann Bugliarelli, poor Ann Bugliarelli. She had 

nothing to gain by subjecting nerself to about two and 
a half hours of testimony before a arand jury with an 
examination conducted by Mr. Schatten. She had everything 
to lose, because everything that she said was said under 
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oath and was said under the penalties of perjury. 

What did she nave to gain by this? And 
she also testified here in the courtroom, and she subjected 
herself to the penalties of perjury here, too. . Was the 
government able to negate any part of her direct testimony 
about the cash? No. 

Sure she was questioned about lawyers and about 
lawsuits and things that happened eight to ten years ago, 
which any normal human being could forget about. But no 
normal human being could forget $53,000 in cash being 
slapped down on a table and seeing it go right out the 
door with your brother-in-law instead of remaining there 

with you in your possession. 

That's something you will remember for the 
rest of your life, but you'll forget pettiness, you'll 
forget things like a lawsuit against a relative. That 
must have been a pretty viscous thing. You don't sue 
relatives unless you're so highly emotionally involved, 
and if you lose the suit, maybe you don't want to pay 
them. 

Doesn't mean you don't have the money or does 
it mean that you are still so upset and so piqued at your 
relative that you don’t want to pay him no matter what. 

And they point to the fact that Frank Bugliarell: 
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got a mortgage loan on a house. Well, if he had $53,00 in 
cash, why would he get a mortgage loan on his house? 

Well, he was a bookmaker. Maybe he wanted to do something 
with money that he couldn't show in cash, that he wanted 
to conceal. If he didn't want to show his cash, what's 
the next thing you do? You go to somebody and you say, 
"Listen, give me a loan because I want to write a check 
to someone. I can't give him cash." So there are 
reasonable explanations for people who have cash and get 
loans. 

Now, unlike the government's baseless allegation 
that he had gambling income in 1970 and 1971, we have 
shown you Frank Bugliarelli was a gambler right in that 
period that is involved, December 1968, some two and a 
half months before he walked into the hospital or was 
driven by car. 

Here is the inconsistency in the logic and 
the illogic of the government's position. The government 
wants you to believe that Frank Bugliarelli, a proven 
gambler, who engaged in gambling activities as late, at 
least we know,s December 196 8, he couldn't have accumulated 


25 


$53,000 in cash, even though he's a proven gambler, but 
that Joseph Bugliarelli, who they can't prove is a 
gambler in i970 and 1971, he spent the money because 
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That's such a small figure, forget 
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But when the government calculates its figures, 
look what they do. They can charge Mr. Bugliarelli with 
expending $43.79 to Rosedale Nurseries and $150 to 
Friedman and Friedman in 1970. 

There are other similar amounts, all through 
their computation, amounts to approximate $150 or less, 
gas $105 in — I'm sorry. Yes, gas of $105, miscellaneous, 
$100, Goodwill Industries, $100, all through this you are 
going to see small figures like that. But they're not so 
small. Mark Buick, $96.77. 

Remember Mr. Herrmann testifying to that? 

It's all right for the government to do that but if we 
try to show his honesty in relationship to his returns with 
$150 figure or a $60 figure, forget about it, it's too 
small. 

This is the type of reasoning and the same 
kind of illogical thinking as when Mr. Schatten, in his 
opening statement, told you that we are going to show an 
intent by Joseph Bugliarelli to conceal because you know 
something, he put some of those expenditures in his wife's 
name. Boy, isn't that a horrible thing. A husband put 
something in his wife's nam«. This is concealment. 
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Now, not one government witness testified 
with regard to all of these cash expenditures that there 
was concealment or that Mr. Bugliarelli attempted to conceal 
the expenditures. Did he tell anybody, "Listen, I'm paying 
you cash, hide it?" 

You heard the testimony. Even after he knew 
that these third parties were being contacted by the 
government agents and the third parties got in touch with 
him, what did he say? "Tell them the truth. Don't hide 

anything." 

Of course, Mr. Schatten on redirect examination 
says, "Well, if Mr. Bugliarelli had told you to hide some¬ 
th!. g, would you have hidden it?" And of course they 

answered, "No." But that's not the point. 

If Mr. Bugliarelli wanted to hide the expenditurep 

and he said, "Listen, I want you to hide it," and the guy 
who he was deaing with said, "No, I’m not go.<ng to hide 
it," he would have gotten himself somebody else who 
would have hidden those cash expenditures, but that wasn’t 
his style. He wasn't out to conceal. 

Getting back to the $53,000. We have facts 
corroborating the receipt of that money. Now, around that 
time, if you will recall, Mr. Bugliarelli had a hiding 
place built. You remember these photographs. If you want 
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to, you could call for these and take them into the jury 
room with you. 

Now, why suddenly he owns the house since 
1964, why would he choose that particular period of time 
in 1969 to suddenly build this concealed hiding place? 

For what reason? 

I can't think of any other reason except that 
he got the $53,000 in cash around that time. 
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I think you can logically infer that was the 


Also let's look at his mode of living. 

Isn't it interesting that the Internal Revenue Service 
investigation went beyond the year 1972? This is the year 
in which Mr. Bugliarelli would stand on premises where 
gambling had occurred, although he himself was not charged 
with gambling. I don't see 1972 up there on the sheet. 

He is not charged with 1972. Don't you think that if his 
expenditures and gambling activity was going on in 1972 
that would be part of the indictment? He d^-n't have any 
excess expenditures in that year because the money was used 
up by 1971, as you can tell from these expenditures, and I 
say you can infer from that that he received the money. 

Now, in conclusion I just want to start saying 
this: you heard me go over each and every item with Mr. 

Moran, the government expert who prepared those charts; 
and when I said to him, "If you accept as a fact that this 
man had $53,000 in cash in 1969, what happens to all these 
figures?" 

Do you recall what he said? "Zero, zero, 
zero, zero and more zeroes." His returns would have had 
to have been considered to be correctly filed. 




Now, reasonable doubt is not always a question 
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of who you believe. You could listen to the government's 
version and you could say, "You kncit sounds logidal," 
and you could listen to Mr .Bugliarelli's version, and 
you could say, "You know something, that also sounds 
reasonable and logical and I don't know who to believe." 

If that's the fact there is reasonable doubt, 
and it is your moral obligation and legal obligation to 

say he is innocent of all charges. 

Now, you can't send a man to jail because of 

speculation or conjecture. Remember that. 

Now, if there is some doubt based on your 
common sense and reasoning power, you have no alternative 
but to acquit him. 

So, you see, reasonable doubt is not always 
whom you believe. You can believe both sides and still 

have a reasonable doubt. 

And, you know, the interesting fact is, you 

could still believe the prosecution witnesses and still 
have a reasonable doubt. Because you could say what thny 
told you was true but it's insufficient to prove what the 

government is asking you to believe. 

I think you are also entitled to realize 
which I think you do - that government agents are interested 
parties. They are not objective people. Do you think 
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that they are not interested in getting a conviction after 
expending all that work? You saw how closely they worked 
with the prosecution; and you could infer that from the 
fact that the very nature of their work is the gathering of 
information and evidence against Mr.Bugliarelli, and they 
are interested in showing that they did a job. And you 
can't give the same weight or credence to the testimony 
of anybody who is an interested party. 

Now, you are going to have your real work cut 
out for you when you enter the sanctity of that juryroom 
and you start deliberating, because you are going to have 
to consider whether an entire man's life goes by the wayside, 
whether his family gets ruined. It is a grave responsibility 
and it does not leave any room for speculation or probability. 
You have got to know what he did, because whatever your 
verdict is you people go back home to your loved ones, 
and i a time you are going to forget about this trial, 
it was an interesting experience, and when time passes on 
you are going to forget about it. Do you think he is 
ever going to forget this experience after what he has 
been through? This thing started in December, 1972. 

Will he, his wife, ever forget this? 

You know the answer to that. 

So I am going to ask you, please don't render 
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a verdict you are going to be sorry for tomorrow. Don t 
render a verdict about which a year from now you may 
reflect and say to yourself, "Gee, was he really guilty?" 

Don't let that happen to you, because now is 
the time that you have to give painstaking, detailed 
consideration to what happened here. Now. Tomorrow is 
too late. 

Now, all we ask that you do is to dispense 
your justice the same way you would if you had this problem 
or somebody you cared about had this problem. 

I want you to call upon your sense of reason, 
your sense of logic, so that you don't commit an injustice 
in this case. That is all we ask. 

I warrant you,if you do we are sure that you 
are going to render a verdict that is consistent with 
justice and common sense, and that verdict is going to be 
not guilty. 

And in conclusion I just have one more st*.ce- 
ment to make: this is the last time that I will be per¬ 
mitted to address you people. Mr. Schatten, when I sit 
down, will be able to converse with you, and unless some¬ 
thing extraordinary happens, that's it. The only thing 
I ask you to do is please, pay careful attention to what 
he says, each and everything that he says, and think of 
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what I might have been able to say in response to what he 
says had I been able to get up to respond to his state¬ 
ments. 

Thank you. 

THE COURT: Mr. Schatten. 

REPLY SUMMATION ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT 

MR. SCHATTEN: Ladies and gentlemen, you 
heard a very fine summation by Mr. Musoff, and under our 
system of justice the defendant in a criminal case is 
entitled to the best representation he can get. However, 
not even the best attorney in the country can wipe away or 
erase all of the evidence that you heard in this case. 

Mr. Musoff's position is, well, the government 
has established that on February 11, 1972, Mr. Bugliarelli 
bribed a policeman, and he is on tape, that he bribed a 
policeman in the sum of $200 to help protect his gambling 
operation. But that doesn't show that there is any 
gambling operation going on in 1970 and 1971. 

That is why I ask you, please use your common 
sense. Please take that transcript of the tape, listen 
to the tape as you see fit; take it in with you into the 
deliberation room when you retire to consider this case. 

He admits to paying off policemen $125 a month 
for a period of time. He admits to his knowledge of police 
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officers in the area. 

Now, if he is doing that it is obvious that 
he is not going to get arrested in connection with the 
gambling operation, and for that reason the government 
is going to find iv.self in somewhat of a difficult posi¬ 
tion years later in coming up with evidence. 

However, there is a tape. Mr. Musoff com¬ 
plains, well, there are no tapes of any interviews. Here 
we have a tape showing the real Joseph Bugliarelli in 
action, the real man as he was just a few short days after 
the period we are concerned with. 

I think it is obvious from all these circum¬ 
stances that this is just the way Joseph Bugliarelli was 
in 1970 and 1971. He didn't just start up this gambling 

operation. 

Then they say to you, and their position is -- 
and I submit that what you heard from Mr. Musoff's sum- 
mation were a series of smokescreen arguments designed to 
deflect your attention from the true area you should be 
focussing on. 

Morty Dick, the Internal Revenue Service Agent, 
is not on trial in this case. The defense concedes that 

the notes that Mr. Dick took down on the first interview 


are essentially correct. The only point that they part 
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company with him or that they disagree with Mr. Dick's 
notes, and he signed it, is where Mr. Bugliarelli said he 
never owned a boat. 

Then Mr. Musoff comes up here and tells you, 
well, Mr. Bugliarelli never tried to hide any of his 
expenditures. 

It is only six months later after Mr. Dick 
and the other Revenue agents on the case spend an awful 
lot of time on this case digging around and trying to find 
out these various expenditures, including the expenditure 
paid for the boat, that they present this matter to Mr. 
Bugliarelli, then he says, "Oh, sure, I own a boat." 

How is that for canaor and honesty, and doesn't 
that show an effort to conceal? 

And moreover, ladies and gentlemen, we introduced 
a whole series of tax returns in this case, including 
Government's Exhibits 1 and 2. Was there any proof that 

showed that Mr. Bugliarelli ever declared a dime in gambling 
income? I submit if you listen to that tape and bring 

that tape in with you during your deliberations, it is just 
obvious and it is crystal clear that he was deriving 
gambling income, and that he was the man behind the scenes, 
the main cousin. Sure, he is not going to have a 

gambling operation going on in his luncheonette. That is 
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a ludicrous argument. That argument is, I submit, an 
insult to yourcommon sense and your good judgment. 

Now they tell you, well, Sergeant Blatus is a 
dirty corrupt cop, a dirty rotten man. 

Well, ladies and gentlemen, unfortunately in 
our system, police system, there are policemen who are not 
perfect. However, Sergeant Blatus is not on trial here, 
and I must say that while they call him a dirty rotten cop, 
Mr. Bugliarelli, a small luncheonette owner, wasn't above 
offering a bribe to him, a $200 bribe that you heard about 
and is in evidence; and they aren't above offering a bribe 
to a lot of other policemen either, and maybe this all 
accounts for some of the corruption in the City, and that's 
what this gambling operation is all about, and then he has 
the nerve to claim that Sergeant Blatus is a man of corrupt¬ 
ion. 

Well, we didn't put Sergeant Blatus on the 
witness stand because he is an ideal police officer. His 
testimony was corroborated. Officer John heard the tape. 

It was Officer John who prepared the transcripts, and 
Officer John testified he recognized the voices, and that 
this was the same conversation at which he overheard Mr. 
Bugliarelli and Sergeant Blatus participate in. 

And that isn't all. 
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There came a time when Assistant District Attornev 
Milch was in court with Mr. Bugliarelli. Mr. Buglxarelli 

admitted the facts and circumstances, admitted he paid the 
bribe in connection with the gambling operation, and 
neither Mr. Bugliarelli's own expert, the man who analyzed 
the tapes, or anyone else could find anything whatever 
wrong with the portion of the tape in which Mr. Bug- 
liarelli’s voice appears. That tape is authentic. Take 
it in with you. 

Now there is something else in Mr. Bugliarelli's 
situation, and I will say this: he tells you that all he is 
is a luncheonette owner; that he is what he would have you 
believe. Nonetheless, and this is what Mr. Musoff referred 
to, in 1970 he is paying Friedman & Friedman $150. 

Well, you heard that Mr. Friedman is Mr. 
Bugliarelli's criminal lawyer. Think about that, ladies 
and gentlemen — 

MR. MUSOFF: That doesn't mean it is the same 
person. Friedman is a common name. 

MR. SCHATTEN: I believe the stipulation refers 
to Robert Friedman. 

THE COURT: The jury's recollection of the 
evidence will govern. 

MR. MUSOFF: Thank you. 
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MR. SCHATTEN: Moreover, ladies and gentlemen, 
once he discovers that there is a tape, Mr. Bugliarelli 
is so knowledgeable and so sophisticated, he brings that 
tape and is able to get that tape analyzed by one of the 
leading experts in the country, and it costs $1500, paid 
by Joe's Sweet Shop, and he would have you believe in 1970 
he was just a salesman, and in 1971 all he ever did was 
operate a luncheonette for eight months of the year. 

That's something else that is very significant, 
ladies and gentlemen. If Mr. Bugliarelli was telling the 
truth in his tax returns, he was unemployed for four months 
in 1971, the first four months, because the testimony was 
that this sweet shop opened in May of 1971. 

Well, you have the bank accounts in evidence. 

Do you see any unemployment checks go in there? No. 

What you see, instead, is a steady stream, and if you ask 
for the Manufacturers Hanover documents, the documents that 
you were shown, a steady stream, $200, $150 some weeks, but 
mostly $200 in cash going into that account, Josephine 
Bugliarelli's account. It doesn't matter whether Mr. 
Bugliarelli opens his luncheonette, whether he is un¬ 
employed cr not, it is always $200 in cash. Think about it, 
ladies and gentlemen. Ask yourselves where that money 
came from. Isn't it surprising, once he opens that 
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luncheonette, the sane $200 coming ir.? Doesn't that 
indicate a steady stream of income from another source other 
than a luncheonette? 

Here is something else, ladies and gentlemen, 
to think about: Mr. Bugliarelli would have you believe 

he was a full-time salesman in 1970. Yet when Mr. 

Falco asked him about his operations as a salesman — 
this is in January of 1973 -- he was unableto recall or 
to remember the names of any of the people, his employers 

in 1968, 1969 and 1970. 

And have you noticed something else that is 
interesting? There are two people you have heard from 

who know Mr. Bugliarelli, Ann Bugliarelli and Dio Di 
Pasquale. Dio Di Pasquale has known him for 30 years, 

and Ann Bugliarelli has — the Bugliarellis were married in 
1952, and initially when Ann Bugliarelli testified on the 
direct examination she said that she saw him practically 
every day while her husband was alive, or something like 
that. It is your recollection that governs. She never 
mentioned that he was employed as a salesman, and neither 
did Dio Di Pasquale. 

Now, that indicates and that is another circum¬ 
stance that Mr. Bugliarelli really had a source of income 
from another operation, a gambling operation that he was 
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in control of. Obviously, a main man, a main cousin is 
not going to be right on the premises. He has people 
v/orking for him and he is in control of the operation and 
he is deriving money from that operation. 

What else? 

Ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Musoff spent a lot of 
time in his summation criticising the Internal Revenue 
Service Agents and would have you believe that Mr. Dick and 
Mr. Mongelli deliberately lied. 

Ladies and gentlemen, if you believe that two 
agents, if you conclude that two agents of the Internal 
Revenue Service went in there on June 18, 1973, and deliberate¬ 
ly lied, I submit you ought to go into the juryroom, into 
the deliberation room and come back with a verdict of 
acquittal, because the United States Government does not 
want you to come back with a verdict of guilty based on any 
perjured evidence whatsoever. I would be less than true 
to my oath of office if I asked you to return a verdict of 
guilty on evidence that you believed was perjured. 

Nonetheless, on this statement -- this is what 
Mr. Musoff failed to mention — Mr. Mongelli's notes or the 
report that was made was signed not only by Mr. Mongelli but 
by Special Agent Morton Dick, which stated, two days after 
the events in question — and it is a report, it's written. 
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of evidence that I want you to consider, that I want you to 
think about very carefully, because this is another item, 
very important item of evidence that shows, we submit, 
that the Ann Bugliarelli story is just completely false 

and is not worthy of belief. 

When Ann Bugliarelli was called into the gran 

jury this past March, March of 1975, she decided to hire 
a lawyer. 

And whom does she go to? She goes to Joe 

Bugliarelli to get her a lawyer. 

Normally when people undertake a lawyer-client 
relationship, it is a situation where they trust one another, 
and before you enter into it you get somebody you trust if 

you want a recommendation. 

Ann Bugliarelli in her grand jury testimony 
says the reason she went to Joe Bugliarelli is because she 
didn't know any other lawyer. That statement was com¬ 
pletely false. She knew Mr. Hauser; she knew Mr. Gil- 
raartin, the man who sold her home and ultimately paid Mr. 
Fetell. 

And she went to Joe Bugliarelli. 

The next thing that’s really important is, 

I asked her, "As of this past month, 1975" — and this is 
at page 613 or 614 of the transcript -- "As of this past 
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month, 1975, did you trust and have faith and confidence 
in Mr. Joseph Bugliarelli to look after your best interests?" 

She gave an answer which I submit shows the 

falsity of the whole story: 

“Well, why would he do anything to hurt me? 

That was a slip, ladies and gentlemen, a slip 
tuiat shows this story is iust a complete falsity. 

I will read it again: 

i 

“As of this past March, 1975, did you trust and 
have faith and confidence in Mr. Joseph Bugliarelli to look 

after your best interests?" 

She just wanted thinking. She made a statement 
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which I submit was the truth: 

"Well, why would he do anything to hurt me? 

I think, ladies and gentlemen, you will see 
from that and all the other surrounding circumstances in this 
case, together with the fact that they were in a very 
impoverished situation, that the real story here is that 
Ann Bugliarelli, Frank Bugliarelli, at the tiTHe-in 19b<» 
were in a very, very difficult financial situation, and l 
think you may reasonably conclude that a man like Joe 
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Bugliarelli was taking care of Ann Bugliarelli after 
Frank’s departure, and that is the reason, one of the reasons 
why Ann Bugliarelli may have come in here and testified the 
way that she did. Obviously it was a close family relation- 
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ship going on there, and I submit that is a likely story 
in this case. 

Why would a man like Joe Bugliarelli, even by 
counsel's own admission, who was in the gambling business 

in 1972, why would he — 

MR. MUSOFF: Your Honor, I never made that 
admission, that he was in the gambling business. I said 
he was on the premises in 1972 — 

THE COURT: You are correct. The jury is 
directed to disregard that statement. 

MR. SCHATTEN: If you accept that Mr. Bugliarell 

was behind a gambling operation in 1972 — 

MR. MUSOFF: I am sorry, I didn't hear the last. 
MR. SCHATTEN: I said, if you accept the 
fact that Mr. Joseph Bugliarelli was in the gambling busi¬ 
ness or in control of a gambling business in 1972 and 
for some time previous to that time, what possible motive, 
what possible reason would he have to steal the last penny, 
every last dime,if he really had the $53,000? 

There were debts. They couldn't pay their 
doctor. Mr. Musoff failed to mention that. There 

was $800 that Ann Bugliarelli denied having been owed to 


the hospital, and they would have you believe that Mr. 
Joseph Bugliarelli took these last pennies, every single 
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one of the dollars that Frank Bugliarelli, his brother, had, 
and spent it on boats and houses. 

And I just submit that the story doesn't make 
any sense, particularly in the light of all of the evidence, 
the lawsuit, the debts that Frank Bugliarelli owed at the 
time of his death, all the other circumstances, the 
evasive — 

THE COURT: You have three minutes to go. 

Please continue. 

MR. SCHATTEN: — the not credible testimony 
of Ann Bugliarelli, and I submit that once that evidence 
is considered by you, you will return a verdict of guilt 
beyond a reasonable doubt. 

One more item about concealment that I want to 


mention: 

I submit that the evidence has shown that Mr. 
Joe Bugliarelli never declared a penny, never told his 
accountant about a penny, never declared a penny of money 
derived from the gambling operation, and that's the con¬ 
cealment here. 

And, moreover, ladies and gentlemen, he made 
all these expenditures in cash, and the reason why he made 
a large number of expenditures in cash is strong evidence 
of concealment, because if the money is being expended out 
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of a checking account or some other institution, there are 
records. 

You will see, for example, there are four 
trips, five trips to Florida, four to the Newport Hotel 
and one to the Marco Polo Hotel. We don't have all the 

expenditures in this case. I will be quite candid with 
you. He obviously had some expenditures in getting down 
there; he may have flov/n down there, and there is no 
evidence of the flights that he took or anything. Obviously, 
when people pay by cash, it is very easy to conceal. 

In order to prove the expenditures on the pool 
we have to take the word of Mr. Di Pasquale on the expenditur 
es. You don't have the kind of records you would have when 
people keep accurate records. That is concealment. 

In sum and substance, this case is very simple. 
The government submits you should have no reasonable doubt 
whatsoever that Mr. Bugliarelli controlled a gambling opera¬ 
tion in 1970 and 1971, derived substantial amoun4s of taxable 
income he didn't report, and there was no $53,000 on hand 
from Frank and Ann Bugliarelli which was expended; and the 
evidence, I submit, is crystal clear, and I ask you to return 
e verdict in accordance with your oath and in accordance 
with the evidence in the case. 
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Keep your eyes on the ball and please utilize 
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your common sense. 

Thank you very much foryaur patience. 

THE COURT: Members of the jury, we will take a 
recess before the Court instructs you. 

During the recess please remember the case has 
not been submitted to you finally, and will not be submitted 
until after you have heard the instructions. 

I think we will arrange to have lunch sent in 
today, and the clerk of the court will give you a menu, 
and you will each order whatever you desire. Let's take 
about 15 minutes so you will have a chance to relax and 
order your lunch, and you will put your name on the back of 
each slip, and I think we can save some time that way. 

You will have lunch brought in some time after you have 
begun to deliberate. 

(Recess.) 
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EXHIBIT 9 


TRAk'oCRIPT 0? COSV-RuAIIOH OH iiBiWAIlY lith, 1972 AT 
255 EAST 151st STREET, BHOKX, IIKrf YORK 


PTL. J - PATROLMAN V.'ILLIAK JOHN, SHIELD # 132C3 
p# K« Z« 0• !• 

SGT. B - SERGEANT JAMS BLATUS, SHI EL 2 # 1002 
P. K. D. C. T. E. U. 

TAH - VH2CEKT TAKALLO 

BUG - JOSEPH SUGI.I ASELLI 

PET. K - DETECTIVE JOSEPH KIEEPATRICX 

KL. c - PATROLclAE GERMAN COLOR 


SGT. B 


Tie tiae i 3 rov 12:30, February lith, 1972. This is Sfit. Blr.tu3 
in the K'-AD office testing the tape recorder. ics. Conplcted. 


/7L» J 


The tine is row 1:30, 1330. This is i*t. Hiatus turning on the 
wire recorder. CF., What Go ycu get? Yc.-di, ..e^l b. don t h..ve a 
reee-ier bu-v it. Bury it ccaeplacc. uco, I Aon t know. ny 
clocfe io’clw ther. huh? Wbnt tire they stop taking action here? 

! Well, they rstrurt at tvel.ve and then they start up about a:30 again 
I rad then. 


SGT. B ;! Well, what time do they stop, after 1:.»0? 

1 

PTI. J ii After 1:50? I'd 3ay about. 


SGT. B ' Quarter to two they stop? 


PTI. J 


About quarter*fco, about two o'clock. Beverly got e cot in there 
about a quarter to tv;o. Quarter to ah tr.o. 


PTI. J 
SGI. B 
PTI. J 


. J 

SGT. B, 


SGT. B ; A whole number? 


Ieoh. 

Alright, in other words it don't stop until alaost two o'clock. 
Right. 

Alright, then it starts at 2:30. And then they start. They nast 
start single ecticn. 

Right. 

cv Alrinfcc, you can v turn now, right? The tir-e is new 3 332. This 
ia'ostJ^Stus at 1 East 151st Street ana Turk Avenue, Bronx. Can • 
YfMi cos a oo? * • 


PTL. J | Ysah. He's ,1unt croacing the street. 
SGT. B ! The ether guy in? 


\ 
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PTL. J Yeah, IleraiS': if . 

SGT. 3 | Alright, watch this guy. Go ahead. Easy, don’t get excited. Got 

| b lookout to grab? Which is. 

PTL. J I No. No. 

SGT. B His place? 

PTL. J The purple doors, right here. 


SGT. B 


Yeah, alright. Let me, let me, alright. I’ll go in. Lock your c 
up. Ok, look around. Joe, here, put these in. Get against the 

I well you guys. We’re Police Officers. Alright, good, you know 
what’s going on here. Who’s the main man, this guy? 

No, no. He’s inside. 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 


TAR 


SGT. 3 


Yeah. Alright, get’em up. Cone on. You're under arrest Jack. Yoi 
know, no big deal. You know that. We're gonna jump in here without 
this crap. Hold it, hold it. Leave that on. Leave everything on 
the table, Ok. Anything in the cigarettes? 

Ain't there enough there? 

Well, I don’t know. Just want to make sure. Kaybe you got junk, 
right? 

Yeah. 


SGT. B jj What's your name? 

VINCENT TARA1LO. 


Tarallo? 


TAR | Yeah. 

SGT. B j Oh, ok. 

TAR | What happened? Lay off gambling here. You lay off gambling and 
ah, you. 

SGT. B lian, they sent us out that's all, right? I work for a boss. 


SGT. B | What can I tell you? It's easy stuff; 

TAR | Let mo see the money, huh. ^ '' 

SGT. B Alright, I won't take your money. 

TAR I want to count it first. You don't need to have that. 

SGT. B | What is it, the tally? 

TAR Yeah, that's all the work I need to straighten out. 

SGT. B I Okay, relax, 
twi ij I'll taSc care of it. " 

SGT. B I That's ell you need, huh? 

TAR I Yeah. That's all. 

SGT. B Alright, step over here. Alright, hold it. Hold it. Stay here. 

jj You backed yourself right into r. corner hero, nun? How you gonna 
ll run out. 






/ 


T;K f I don't run. Vh?.r the hell do I core. What ou 1 holding up a bank - ; 

SGT. B ! : ::o. What is that, rat shit? Hey Johnry! 

SGT B i Oh, anybody got work outside? 

FTL. J | HO. 

SGT. B ; They're all clean. 

PTli. J I We're just checking now. 

SGT. B Alright. 


tab THEY're all players. 

SGT. B Yeeh. Alright. Listen. If they're players we're gonna turn then 

1 loose. We're not looking to hurt anybody. Ycu got a little shitty 
1 spot here. W'hat do we worry about. We am t worried about it. 1 
| ain't worried about it. Are you worried about it t 

TAR I I thought you was told you were laying off from gambling. Now, what 

H is * 

SGT. B No. There's no such thing as that. That's the fuckin newspapers 
j laying off the ganbling, right? (What can I tell you .) 

TAR I Yeah. Yeah. 

SGI. B 1 You have. Do you have a license? 

TAR! | in a way, yeah. 

SGT B Where? If you got a license, then you can or.rate. If you don't 

have a license .hen you can't operate, right? What can I tell you. 

TAR | Yeah. 

SGT B i Watch it. Sonebody dropped a dollar on the floor there. 


UNKNOWN 

HALE 


That's nine. 


SGT. B Oh, alright. 

TAR Pick the tab sheet. - 

SGT. B Yeah. Well, what can I do? ^ - 

TAR This is ell chit here. 

SGT. B Ok. You got anything?’ You clean? 

TAR Yeah. That's money. 

SGT. B Wait, wait a minute. Alright, what did you get hit. 
TAR Yeah, that's me, a real loser. 

SGT. B What was that, a key? 


SGT. B 


.SGT. 3 


No, the 4 key is on the end. 

* 

Ck. You got a beg around soneplace to put the change in, Bill. 
That's too small? 

That's it, yeah, there's nothing here. 

! We got to bunt cut the warrant, right? W-t thr fuck. d.Vif 

* / X /V7»7< i 
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SOT. 3 
TAR 
SOT • 3 
TAR 
SGT. E 

DET. K 
SGT. 3 

TAR 

SGT. B 
TAR 

SGT. B 
TXR 
SGT. B 

GET. K 
SGT. B 
TAR 

osjT. B 

TAR 

SGT. 3 
DET. K 

m. j 

TAR 

SGT. B 
DET. K 
SGT. B 
DET. K 
SGT. B 
DET. X 
SGT. B 
D ET. K. 
b'JG 


I don’t want to ais3 a whole load of work, you know, man? That’s a. 
AH, you sake this shit a big project. 

There’s no big project. 

There's nothing in there. 

Alright. Ok. You cut the other guys, huh? Kc problen, huh? 
Alright Joe, get the car, huh. 

02 . 

Get yours. Ko problem. What do you see, anything? Hey listen. 
You're right out hare. 4 , 

Hey. 

Yeah? 

| Somebody tell. Could I walk down to the corner. I mean, somebody 
will come with me. I gotta leave something for somebody. 

Yeah. We’ll see. 

Alright. 


Yeah. Maybe. Yeah. 02. Ho problem. Ve're not. We're not. Did 
you look around good in hore? 

Yeah, nothing. A13 old work. 

Yeah. Alright. 

What happened to this fellow Murphy that tells you to ley off 
gambling? 

Hey, what can I tell you? Yeah? What do you want? look in there 
good, huh? 

There's nothing in there. Whatever you got, you got. 

Eh, couple of slips, probably. It was under the sill. 

Did you check the can and everything ther? 

Yeah, I got everything, the can and the back. 

V-ou--iwoM, the City gave us this place for nothing. > 

Shit. I, you going downtown? 

Huh? 

On the other place there? You got a court case? 

Hb? • 

You got a court case? 

Mo. 4 

OH. ’ * 

You got something for me? 'what did you say? 

Jesus Christ. 

- 4 - 


l 
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SGT. D 

BUG 

SGT. B 
BUG 

SGT. B 
LET. E 
SGT. B 

TAB 
SGT. B 

TAB 
SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 

TAB 
SGT. B 
TAR 
SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 
TAR 

SGT. B 
TAB 
SGT. B 
TAB 


pv. c 'non, c'oon, c'zon, c'non. Don't go avoy. Stay. We like to 
see ye.. Let's see what you got. C'mon. You can't to stupia 
enough to come in here with work, right? V'hat's your name, ouc. 

Lorrelli. . * 

Lorrelli, oops, sorry Joe. The jacket's too long. Joe, loo* in 
there, huh. 

There's nothing on me. 

Yeah. It's just money. , 

This might he the main nan. 

Could he, right? I’m Sgt. Blatus. He's gonna let you know. Oh. 
What the fuck is that, huh? Where did that come from? 

Out of the, It fell out of the wall. 

Oh vpah? It fell out of the wall. It fell out of the wall. I 
mean” it fell out of the wall, you know? We could take a ^ 

here, right? OK. Alright, so what do you want to do ahou. thi-, 

huh? 

That's the payoff slip. You know, who I gotta pay. 

Yeah so, what you wanna do? 

Oh, that I need. 

Yeah, well. 

You tell ne. 

Tall me what you want to do. * , 

You tell me. 

What? 

Let me go. 

L«t J:£ro. You wanna go? You wanna go? Well, o'non. You wanna 
talk? Let's talk. V’e'll fucking do it easy. Tell me what you 
got in nind. What the hell. 

Veil, whatever you got in mind. ^ 

Well, I don't know. You speak out. 

Well, no kidding. Tell me what it i3 worth and I'll. 

I don't know, ha, ha. How much is on the payoff? 

There's nothing there. It's only small. 

Listen, we'd like to take a collar out of here. 

FOB WHAT? I neon uh this tine you don't. There's nothing here. 
What are you, four men? _ 

Yeah. Only four, that's all. 

Well, you tell me what you want to do and ah. 

Well, what do you think? I'm only the Sergeant and three guys. 
Alright, so7 
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V;t &'• 

TAR 
EOT . B 

TAR 

SOT. 3 
TAR 

SGT. B 
TAR 

SGT. B 
TAR 
SGT. B 
TAR 

SGT. B 
TAR 
SGT. B 
TAR 
SGT. B 
BUG 

SGT. B 

BUG 
SGT B. 
BUG 

SGT. B 

BUG 

SGT. B 
BUG. 
SGT. B 

BUG 

SGT. B 

BUG 

SGT. B 
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s • t 7- f'T '»"• v.r'';"r * s:Ui 1,1 ’ JW 

Yeah. Yeah. 

Vc gotta cone up. Uc gotta. You know we already got a bitch. If 
wc didn't have the bitch. 


Alright, tell me what it's worth. 

Well, what's it worth to you. 

I don't know. Believe me. I really don't know. You.tell me whot 

you figure you deserve and sh. Who cares.' Veil, alright. 

dollars. 

Ah, fuck it. Too snail. We'll take ,the collar. 

Ch, What you want to do that for Christ's Sake! Gimme a chance. 

Well, what you think? What do you, what ao you say. 

* • 

Yeah. I'd like to get something to make me happy, right? 

Veil, what makes you happy? That's all I wanna know 

Veil, whatever you got. Whatever you want to give me. 

What should I sc-' You know, this is a pad. This ain't a. This 
ain't a sneak. 

So, what the difference? You wanna make them happy. Kake me happy 
Alright, suppose you say what it's worth. 

'Whatever you got. 

Alright, let ne speak to Joey, alright? Key Joe, come here. 

SO. You go ahead. No, you gc ahead. 

Are you form downtown, or what? 

No, we're the Boro of Coroption, you know? They made ell Boro nowj 
[ Vie answer special crimes. 

! • 

Oh. 

That's all. 

I'm a main cousin. 

• ■-I- t don't knew that, man. Nobody tells me, you know? They're ; 
Jn iel guys fc down there! They're all shitheads. And I ain't gounaj, 
go out there and put =y fucking job on the line for th.s bul*sh-t. 

Yor're right. , • ^ 

You know, 

You’re right. You're right. 

You give ne somebody to tell me. Ok, fine. But you ain’t got noboi 
I don't know nobody there. So I can't ao nothing -lgh.. * j 

words I gotta do for myself and my men. 

We gotta worry about 'that. 

If you're a cousin, you're a cousin, right? They don't come around•* 
They°just rob and then that's it, right? And we r* out here s.uck 
for^shit, right? In other words we all ike to live, --gh . 

I’m here to get this straightened out now. The division is all 
broke up and they vent into one headquarters, ngntr 


So then you tell me you're not a cousin. 
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EUG 



BUG 
TAR 
SGT. B 

BUG 

SGT. B 
BUG 

. SGT. B 
BUG 

SGT. B 
BUG 

SGT. B 

then 

BUG 

SGT. B 

BUG 
TAR 
SGT. B 
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I en a cousin. I definitely as a cousin. In other words the 
Division went to the Boro Headquarters. 

Yeah. 

Right? . * 

Right. 

Don't I icnow that? 

Yeah. So if you get some guys from the East one and sonu guys * rot. 
andsoaeguys from the Vest Bronx and seme ^ *«a the ah ostth 
Bronx. They got North Bronx and they ail u 1 —? c ^ wOb-th-r. 

'•ucking guys down there don’t wanna let nobody know w-°* 
uptown® fight? So you suffer! So you suffer now. right? C non. 
we can't, we can't fuck around any nore. 

What do you wannd do? 

Cone on, he wants to do. I can't tell hin. 

T'n like to sure, we'd like to take en, you know. Me take on, we 
got the thing. We can answer it out ana we can do the wight thing, 

No, don’t take em. 

We got four guys, right? Me and three guys. 

You want a pad, or what? 

'Yeah, it would be nice if we had a pad. 

You want a pad? 

Yeah. 

Yeah, Yeah, alright. We'll give you the pad now and then nake it 
cut for the whole thing, the whole twenty-six of you. T..ere 
thirty-one of you, right? 

ro They got. They brought two more guys in. They got ~° re ‘ 
?5iy look aone E aS; y , you know? It goes up and down. 
more. There might be sixty guys in there. Whet arc you gonna d 
then? You gonna put all sixty on? Or you wanr.a put ny tean 
Right? You do =v team. I don't worry about v.nat the fu.k.n b eicr> 
body else does. I worry about what I'm doing. 

What 


Tnat's what I meant, one tean, only one team that five guys 
if you got five teams. All I could go fo. is one s^o . 

If you only got one spot then you think proportionately to one spot I 
right? But if we find Gnorher spot then you re gonn-j go on y I 
gonna get the shit knocked out of you, right? 

One spot. 

Yeah. 

What do you think it's worth? I scan you tell me. What did it cot 
you befysre? 
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BUG 

SOT. B 



n* i 04 

bug 

A hundred and a quarter a conth. 

SOT. B 

Oh shit, Ban. That's peanuts. 

BUG 

That's ufcat we were going for. 

TAR 

Yeah. 

BUG 

That's what we were going for, one spot, only one spot. That's all 
its been. This fuckm shitty street. 

SGT. B 

Yeah 

BUG 

You don’t even have the work out then the place is for singles. 

SGT. B 

1 » 

Yeah. But ve're looking. The afternoon you opened up again 2:30. 

So you must he going whole and single action or soncthing. 

BUG 

It's only single action here, 2:30/ 

SGT. B 

Ch, I thought you said straights. Didn't you say straights? 

BUG 

No. 

TAR 

Ho. 

SGT. 3 

•Oh, yeah, oh. Listen, we'll do the right thing. Let's ah, let's 
square this one new, right? And then we'll talk about ah what we're 
gonna do for the month, alright? 

BUG 

.Alright, there's two there. 

SGT. B 

Two? Alright. I w.-.nna tell you both of you are under arrest for 
bribery. OK? I'm Sgt. Blatus iron PMD and 1'n placing both of you 
under arre3t. 

BUG 

Ob. 

SGT. B 

What can I tell you? 

BUG 

Hey Sargc. 

SGT. B 

Hey, what can I tell you? That's the ballgame, right? 

TAR 

This is ah. 

SGT. B 

Yeah, c'mon. Alright. John, C'non John. 

PTL. J 

SGT. B 

S' 

Yeah. /' 

This guy too, huh. They both go. Let's go. / I want to warn you 
anything you say will be used against you. 

B’JG. 

You took the money out of ny hand in front of this nan. 

SGT. B 

OK. Good. That's alright. What can I tell you? Come here. 

PTL. J 

Joe. 

bet. k 

Yeah. - 

PTL. J 

4 ^ 

You wanna go around and get your car? 

bet. k 

Ok. 

BUG 

There's gonna be a big holler, Serge, now. 

SGT. B 

Ah listen. 

BUG 

, If you want to holler, I'm gonna holler too. 
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SGT. B » 


SGT. 3 


I'n gonna scream my fuckin balls off. 

I don't scream and yell at nobody. 

You arrest me on entrapment here and all that thare. You ain't ; 
doing the right thing. • ?.- 

Yeah, what can I tell you? 

What the fuck are we, narco non or something? Are we pushing Junk? 


SGT. B | Must be. 1 don't know. 
jvjQ 1 I come in here clean. 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 
PTL. J 


| Yeah. i 

I now, this is the Police Department? Is this what you call the Police 
| Department? 

il That's the ball game. 

| "well*lock-up the wSle^cking'cUy^he w^y^^llXkif.en^ap- 
ji ment. 

Knm. h*. That's right. Ok. Uhere's yours, right outside? 

| Mine's right outside, yeah. 

| Yeah, alright. Oh, his is bigger, huh? 

I well, no. I figure we'd Just wait for his instead of standing outs: 


SGT. B 1 Yeah. 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 


SGT. B 


Fucking bullshit. • 

. bitch, „ic't it? Hentan, chock to ... it h.'. ccing. *b«. 
he comes we st~rt walking out, you know. 


PTL. C Alright. 


S' 

What station house we going to? y 

* S 

I don’t know. Uhat’s -the closest one? 
Ok. The 42nd. 


SGT. B 


PTL. J | I'm going with him, right? 


SGT. B 


PTL. J 


PBT. K 


Yeah. 


Hey, yon wanna call Friedman for me. Ton? Tell him I'm in the 42. 


DET. K I 42, 42. 

FTL. J 1 42. 


149th Street. 
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Excuse no. 

Go this way, huh? 

Go left. . . 

Yeah. They're going the wr0C G way. 

Airiest. They'll find it. 

Too much. ........over there. 

Yeah, huh. • * 

. traffic. 

\ • 

Still going uptown there too. 

That guy say leave gambling alone? 

Vf-io's the puv? ’• That's what I wanna Know. Who's the *>?•' 
thlt? Ri B h?? You tell ne they say leave it alone. Who's the gay 

that said leave it alone? 

Better off running around with a fucking gun. 

Hey, listen. With a gun you do heavy tine. 

What the fuck are you giving me? 

Give you a light one. Couple days. They're easy. 

Guess we'll park out here, huh? 

| Usually around the back, Joe, you know? 

Turn riGhc. 

Huh? Yeah, I knew. Yeah. I know where to turn but I just want to 
see if I can park here. 

Well, right out. 

Yeah, you can park right out in front of the place. 

No, they don't want no parking here no more. 

No? llow about right here on the corner? 

Ok. They got signs all over the stat?.on house. 

Pull me up there. Let' me out with these felles and ah, and then 
you can find a spot* huh? 

DET. K || Signs all over the station house. No parking. Signs in the Prore. 
Clerk. 

Ch, yeah? 

Yeah. Offico. 

What’s Vour. What's your name, you said? 

9 

Bugliarelli. 

No, Your first came, Joe? 

Yeah. Why you, why you gotta go through this here? Take us for th 
collar. Don't take us for. 
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SGT. B | 

It’s a job, man. That's my job. What can I tell you? You know, 9 

what can 1, what can I tell you? S 

BUG 

I'n a standup cpusin. ■ 

SGT. 3 

You're a cousin. H 

' BUG 

I'm a standup cousin. Inquire about me before you do anything. H 

SGT. B 

Yeah. ■ 

BUG 

Alright. Just inquire about me. ■ 

SGT. B 

Who can I inquire from? Who can I ask? I 

BUG 

Your men. Your men. jfl 

t » ■ 

SGT. B 

Oh no. Downtown? ■ 

BUG 

I don't give a fuck who you ask. ■ 

SOT. B 

Well, then don't. What do you know? You say my men I mean. ■ 

BUG 

I can't tell you anything more. jfl 

SGT. B 

Alright, you can't tell me anymore. 1 

BUG 

Your went this far. I can't tell you any more. What do you think 1 

I'm gonna get other people involved here? 9 

SGT. B 

Well. I 

BUG 

[ I ain't gonna open up on nobody. I'm no fucking stoolpigeon. 9 

SGT. B 

Alright. Listen, you told me, right. 

BUG 

JUST Inquire with your men. 

SGT. B 

How do I fuck I don't know you're from the Feds, right? 

BUG 

I'm a 

SGT. B 

Maybe you're working for the Feds, right? 

BUG 

I'm Joe Bugliarelli. I got a record here. Just check my sheet. 

SGT. B 

That's the ball game. 

BUG 

Just check my sheet. That's all I ask you. And then if you give me 
a collar, rive 3® a collar for Policy. I don't need the bribery. 

A lot of good people will talk to you. They'll tell you about me. 

That's all I'm asking you to do. 

SGT. B 

I wouldn't know where to start. I don't work in the Bronx. 

BUG 

Just give me the collar for the Policy. That's all I'm asking you 
to do. Just give me the collar for the Policy. 

SGT. B 

Yeah. C'mon. Listen. I don't know where the hell them other two 
are. C'mon. Sgt. Blatus from FHD. I got two for gambling here. 

DESK 075 

. Both for gambling? 

SGT. B 

Yeah. We're gonna make. Where do they process them down here? 

DESK 0? 

="1 You can use any of the rooms upstairs. 

SGT. B 

Upstairs? Ok. Yeah. If my men cene tell them I went upstairs witA 
them, huh. I'll wait for them. What do you got, the old 

1 I don t know. I haven't been hero in a couple of contns at loose. 

' 

1 


7 * ~ ■ ' K 
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desk c:-v. 

EOT. B 
DESK OFF. 

SGT. B 
DESK OP?. 

SGT. B 

DESK OFF. 
SGT. B 
DESK OFF. 
SGT. B 
DESK OFF. 

SGT. B 

BUG 

SGT. B 
BUG 

SGT. B • 


BUG 

SGT. B 

PTL. J 
SGT. B 
PTL. J 
SGT. B 
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Yeah. Well, they were using that for fingerprints. There’s n big 
|i hassle over the fingerprints here. 


So I understand they 


Oh yeah? 

Yeah. The unifora force and the Detectives, 
gave up the space over there. 

The Detectives, you mean? Or the uniform? 

Yeah. Veil, the detectives were claiming that they need it once in 
awhile for a big case. Eut v:e were claiming we were making 600 
arrests a month. We need it more than they do. 


How, what do they get for. 
make it Boro-wide? 


Do they still have a squad here? Or th^y 

4 • 


PTL. C 
SGT. B 

PTL. C 


Ah the squad is only Homicide and Assaults here. 

Oh, but they have a, they have a room up there. 

, Yeah. 

j With a detention cage and everything? 

Yeah. In the, in where the detectives are. Hot in the fingerprint 
room. 

Ck, alright. We can detain then upstairs. Yeah, alright. I'll 
wait for them. Good. Yeah. Yeah. They won't bother me. Yeah. 
Alright. C'non fellas. Let's go upstairs. 

Yeah. You trapped me right into this. 

Yeah. ' 

You forced me to say things. 



ion 

I can use just for a few minutes? Yes. Alright. I want to put 
these in. 

Can I use the men's room? It's around the corner. 

Yeah. Alright. Hold it. Wait a minute. Key, Joe. Just wait 
five minutes, huh. Let me go and get the other guys then I 11 take 
you out. Go ahead. Well, I got them in the cage here. 

Alright. . - 

• . 

Ah, let me call Smith a minute, huh. 

Alright. 


ahead. Just go in there and make. Don’t let nobody talk to the., 
. They're inside in the Detective's office. This is Sgt. Blatus 
•ning off the wire recorder. The tine is now ah 1403. Just a 


Go 
huh 
turning 
minute. 


Time is 1417 and Segeant Blatus has turned on the wire recorder. 
You have the Search Warrant? 

What? 

Do you have the Search Warrant? 
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A-187 


SGT. B 

PTL. C 
SGT. B 

PTL. J 
SGT. B 
PTL. J 
SGT. B 

BET 

SGT. B 
BET. 
SGT. B 

PTL. J 
SGT. B 

P'.'l . C 
PTL. J 
SGT. B 
PTL. J 

SGT. B 
FTL. J 
SGT. B 
PTL. J 
SGT. B 


BET. 

SGT. 

BET. 

BUG 


Ko. I took it. Where's the papers? It's in the papers if it s anj. 
place, right? 


What about the noncy that was. on the table? 


Ah, I gave it back to bin, you know. Yeah. Well, I didn't want to 
start anything there. Hey, ah, ah John. 


Yo. 

Where are you? 

Here .Where's Joe? 


He was Just here. You got the'key for the ah cell? The det, oh 
good, right here. You got tne key for tne cell? Betective*, the 
key to the cell? 


It should be right on the side of the ah. Turn it to your right. 
Yeah. Where do they print then now Betective? 

In the back. 

Inside here? C'non. Start printing then. 


I can't get any foras down tnere. They got a big line at the desk 
........... arrest forns. 


Alricht. Oh, here's another fingerprint. Get sone cards and print 
then up. Could you nove a little so we could use the prin-bcard 
oleas-? That a bov. They must have foils sonepluce. I r.a.e a I 
nade a call but I can't get no answer. So, but tne tine we got no 
answer. You go all the way, alright? 


Where are the arrest foras? 

I can't get any foras down there. There's a big line at the desk. 
What kind of line? They just have to hand then out, don't he? 


HO. He nust b- booking prisoners down ther. Ah, what do you want? 
You want ne to start there here? 


Yeah. Start. Right. 

Or you want me to run downstairs and see if I can get then, huh? 

Start with this fellow. 

There's nothing up here. 




Go down and wait for foras down there. Ch, wait a ainute. .nere , 
ncbcdv cn the desk. Just start printing then and I 11 get the fora, 
T 'll take care of the foras. Yeah. Ah, just keep °“ t £ev ' 

Bon't let then fuck around with the an. Listen, oh ,e ^ure t. y 

don't pass the aoney off to the other guy because ah that rite 

Hundred Dollars (S500) but .and the other coney wi-h the 

rubber band is off the table so watch how we do er\ .ooo-y 
knows. 4 What the hell was that address over there? 


Where? 

255? 

255 ••• You got a Social Security Card? 

.I don't have it with ne. 
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